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Three-Year Comparison of Transfer and Native Studeht.Progress

0. .

at the University of
,

Iljinois at Urbana-Champaign
, Y

Fal1,s1973 Group,

.

Pu7osv\ .

The purpose of this study to compare the academic progress of two-year

colliege transfers, four-year college transfers, and continuous junior (natives):

at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign as measured by mean grade

point average (G.P.A.),'academic status, and continued enrollment (retention).
v

through the three years following transfer. A secondary purppse is td compare.

the performance for each group after transfer with performance before transfer

.on the basiSNof mdan grade point average. In addition, two-year college traPs--4r

.fers, four-year. college transfers, and co,nfinuous juniors are compared in's12

subject matter areas on the basis of mean,grade.point average during the three

academic year's covered by this study.

kthod

Three groups bf/students are included in this study. T4o-year college

transfers include all of the new and, readmitted students to the University

of Illinois at Urbana-ChaMpaign for the 1973 fiall'term who had completed 12

or more semester credit hours before transfer, and whoseTnstitution of last

-OM
attendance was a community or junior college. The tworAear.,college transfers

are predominantly, from the public Community colleges and wile be referred to

as the community cdllege group. Four-year college transfer's include all new

andireadmitted transfer students who Sari completed 12 or more semester equiva4'

lent hours of transfer credit and whose institutionlof last attendance before

'transfer was a four-year college, or university. The native students include

a.11 1973 f411 term continuing juniorswho entered as beginning freshmen at the

Uflivqrsity of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign and had successfully ,completed more

.
than 60 and iesg than 90 semester hours of college credit while in continuous



,

,

'enrollment at the Universiiy, of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. The two-year

college and four-"year college transfer groups include students with less than

60 semester hours of college credit and may include a few students with more

than 90 semester credit hours. The groups include 817 community and junior

college transfers, 1,136-four-year col ege transfers, and 3,542 continuous

juniors ,(natives) which'was the total p pulation of students in .each of the

three groups for the 1973 fall semester.

This study dots not attempt to account for differences in academicoperfOr-

mante related to variance in pre-Idmission academic, and nonacademic variables

among the three groups of students studied. nh a study of achievement by trans-,

fer and native students at The Urbana-Champaign campus-, Wermersl found

". . .that junior college transfer students rank lower
than four-year transfer students and natives on ACT,

HSPR, and SES. Junior college transfer students also
scored lower than the four-year groups on standard
scores achieved on the CLEP General Examinations, the
common criteria of achievement. Differences between
notifies and four-year transfers on' ACT, HSPR, SES, and

CLEP scores were not as ctear.' 40
A

"Differences on mealp CLEP scores among,the grqups

diminished' wwhen the control variables were applied

in the analysis of covariance technique. The

results of this study seem to -indicate that,
students who completed lower division requirements in
junior colleges, and then transferred to the University
of Illinois' progresse.d academiclly during'the first
two years of college at a pace equivalent to students

,,who completed lower division requirements in four -year

institutions." [Note: .ACT (Amer'ican, College Test);

HSPR (High School Petcentile Rank); SE$ (Socjoeconomic,
Status); CLEP4(College Level Exarainat ion PrograM)L

4

A

-10orikald J. Wermers, Summary of "Achievement by Junior College Transfer,
Four-Year College Transfer; and Native Juniors agOleasured by the CLEP General

Examination." University Office of School and College Relations, University

of ;Illinois at Urbana Champaign, Research Memorandum 72-5, Marcn, 1972.

yr
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Limitations

Since differences in characteristics of the students transferring from

each of tht'three types of colleges are not accounted. forjn this study, it

is ipadetluate to serve as a basis for inferences concerning the independent '

effects of type,of institutPon attended on academic achilevement and success

after transfer. Neither do the controls justify jnferences about the indepen-

dent effect of 'a specific community or junior college lor four-year college on

the academic performance of transfers from the institution._ The study simply
4

reports the academic progress and success of the three groups' without account-
4.

'ing forthe source of any variance which or.':urS among the group .

First Semester:" Success -4

Table I presents a summary of transfer and native student progress for
4

the six semester period from fall, 1973 through spring; 1976 including summer,

1976 gFaduates. '11-le community college group of'817 transfers.entered in the

fall df 1973 with a pre-transfer grade point average of 4.0ZJ (8=4.0). The

. .

community college group achieved a 3.58 mean first term G.P.A. which is .51

less than these same students achieved before_entering'the university. This

drop in G.P.A. sillier to previods years: a .39 decrease for the )972

2
3

junior college group,/ a ,42 decrease for the 1971 junior college group;

.39 decrease in t9704/ and a..37'0106p in 1969.
5 A. total of 1,136 four-year

.

izt

)

,
.

4

2 Ernest E. ,Anderson, "Comparison of TransfeLand Native Student Progress --1'

at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champailfl," 1972-73 Academic yearo, ..':'

University Office of School and College Relations, Univers.ity of Illinois,. ,iit

Urbane- Champaign, Research Memorandum 75-14, DOcember, 1975. .

1 ...

.

',Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Na.live Studeht Progress

at 1444- University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign," 1971-72 Academic Year,

,University Office of School and College'Relatjons, University of Illinois -at

Urbana-Champaign, Research Memorandum 74-9, June, 1974.

4Ernest. F. Anderson,, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress

at the University of Illinois'at,Urbana-Champaign," .1970-71 Academic Year,

Uniyersity Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at

Urbana-Champaign, Research Memorandum 72-2, January, Y912.r

5'Ernest F. Anderson, "Summary of Transfet- Studerit Progress at the Univer-

ity of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign'," Fall 19681 and 1969 Transfers, University

Office of School'and College' Relations, Un've sity of Illinois at .Urbana-

Champaign,,Champaign, Research Memorandum 70-24, Dece e , 1970.
r
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'TABLE 1' .4

Summary of Transfer ,and Native Student ,Progress
University of Illinois at Urbana Champaign

1973 Group.

-

Two7Year
Colleges

C2.)

Fall, 1973
Number of Transfers 817

Mean ,Transfer C.P.A.", 4.09 .

Mean First t. Term ,G.P.A., 3.58
Change in Mean.C.P.A.

Btatbs:
Gr4alated 0 (0%)

Clear 608 (75%)

Probation . 147 (13%)

Dropped 27 (3%)

Withdrew 35 (4%)

Four-Year
Colleges

(3.)

1,136

3,99
3.-86

-.13.

3 *

949 (84%)
107 (10%)

27 (2)
50 (4%)

Continuous
Juniors

(4)

3,942.
4.05
4.02

0 ot

3475 (M)
61 (2%)

9 (2%)

1Retention Ratio , 755 .92 3,422 .97 A1,059 .93

Spring, 1974 ,..

Umber Re-enrolled , 724 .89 996 .88 3,174 .95

Mean Transfer C.P.A.. 4.14 4.01 4.08

Mean Second Term C.P.A, t 3.73 4.00 4.13

Change in Mean G.P.A. 'Al . -.01 .05

increase over 1st Term .15 ,14+ -11

.

4 .

Status:

-Graduated 4 (1%) 41' (4%)

f

, 844 (85%). 2,928 ,(8%Clear
Probation

557 (77%)

95 (13%) 61 (6%) _127 4%)
,

Withdrew
Debppee ,46 (6%) ' ,

22 (3%) 221F, 4((g)) 4144060 (g
4.

,
/ r

Retention Ratio 656 .80 949. .84 3,288. .93' )
I '

' *Less than one *cent.
, 4

**Retention RatiP:- This proportion of the total Fall '1973 group which has been

, graduated or cOmpleted,the term, on clear or probationary status.

a'

.)



, TABLE I (Cont.)
.

Summary of Transfer and Native Student Progress
University of Illipois at Urbana-Champaign

Fall 1973 ,Groupa

ti
t

5,

--Semester'

. (I)

1974
Nu er Re-enrolled
Mean Transfer
Mean Third Term C.P.A.
Change frOM mean G.P.1....

Increase ov4r 2nd Term

Status: -

*Graduated
Cl&ar,
Probation

Dropped
Withdrew

.
Retention Ratio

. ,

Two-Year Four-Year
Colleges Colleges

(2)- (3)
.

Continuous
- Juniors

-(4)

616 % .75 / ' 854 .75 2,920 .82

i 4.16 c. 4. 4.05c 4.11

3.83 .
4 4.0 4.17 .

-.33 -.02 +.06
*.io +.03 +.04

It (2%) ,

519 (84%)

51 (8%)

22 (4%)

13 .(2%)

I

585 (.72)

50 (6%) 366 (12%)

725.(85 %) 2,411A (83%)
iik4 (6%) . 93 (3%)

-rb, 0%) 19 (1%)

)5 (2%) 24 (1%)

873 (.77) *3,1Io (.88)

Spring, 1975
....-

.

Number Re- enrolled 542 -.66 745 .66
Mean Transfer G.P.A. 4.17, 4.0
Mein Fourth Term G.P..A. 3.96 4.12
Change from mean G.P.A. -.21 +.09
Increase over 3rd Term

,

+.16 Oh +.09.

Status:

. Graduated
Clear
Probation
Dropped
Withdrew

Retention Ratio

*Less than one percent.

295 J54%)

213 (39%)
26 (5%)

2 (1 %)
.6 (I%)

549, .67

377 (52%)
346 (46%)

16. -'(2%)
3 **

3 **

833 .73,

2,367 .67
4.13
4.19
+,06
+.02

./

1,992.(84%)

346 (15%,).,

19 (1%)
3 **

7

2,956 ie-.83

Retention Ratio: This proportiq,r, of the total Fall 1973 group which has been
graduated or completed the term on clear or probationary status.
.0

I



TABLE I (Cont.)

Summary of Transfer and Native Student Progress
qnivecsity of Illinoisat Urbana-Chan

,Fall 1973 Group

6

$

Semester.

(1)

.

Fall', 1975

Nwsber of Transfers 269

Mean Transfer GPA
Mean Fifth Term GPA ..

Change in Meari GPA

Increase Over 4th Term

Two-Year
Colleges

(2)

.Status:

Graduated
Clear

' Rrobation
Dropped,-

Withdrew

Retention Ratio

Spring, 1976
Number -of Tral)sfers

Mean Transfer GPA
'Mean 6th Term GPA
Change in Mean GPP
Increase-Over 5th Term

k

51

132

32

9

5

565

Status:
Graduated

.

Clear
Probation-

Dropped
Withdrew

. ..

98.

54

9

8

2

Retention Ratio 548

*Less than one percent.

Four-Year

Colleges ,

(3)

Continuous
Juniors

(4)

I

.33

4.03

3.77
-.26

-.19

353 : ..31

3.98
4..01

.03

-.11

,

'4b1 .12

14 3.83.:
'3.87
04
-.32'

34% 87 25% 214 49%

49% 235 67% i 181 ,41%

12% -19 5% 2.5- 5%
.3% 7 2% 11. 2%

2% 5 1%" 12 3%
1

_
i.

.69 812 .71 . 3,009 .8

.

.t1

4.08

.
253 .22

4.01 " 203 .406

3.85

3.80 4.05 3.89 4

-.28 .04 .04

.153
A . 1

.04 .02

...,

ax

57% ; ;159 63% 123 0,1%

31% .78* 31% 63 31%

5% , 6 2% 5 2%

5% 3 1% 6 3%

'2%' 4 2% 6 3%

.67 782 .69 2,996 .85

**Retention Ratio: This proportion of tht total. Fall 1973 group which has been graduated

or completed the term on clear or probationary status.

14
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TABVE,I (Cont.)

[

Summary of Transqrfand Native Student Progres
'University of Illinois at Urbana-,0hampaign.

Fall 1973 Groups

r

4

7,

Two-year .Four-Year Cpntinuous

Semestdr _Colleges Colleges I Juniors

(1) (2) - (3) illi (4)

Summary,
. I .

ti

(End of Sixth emeStv. er/ ./. l )
Graduate 485 59% ' 668 62% 2,928 83%

Clear 54 7°4',! 78 7% 63 2%

Proba on 9, 1% 6 1% , S

Dropp 74 9% 51 4% 140 4%

Withdrew 57 7% 80 7% 154 4%

Leff on Clear 101 12% 185' 16% NA NA'

Left on Probation 37 5% 38 44-3% NA' NA

i
.

i 817 100%
.

, 1,136 )00% 3,542 93%

Retention Ratio 548 .67 ; 782 .69 ' 2,996 .85 -

,

a

*Lest than one percen.t.

**Retention-Ratio: This proportion df ,the total Fall 1973 gr'oup whi.ch has been

graduated or completed the term 011 clear or probationary status.

at)
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college transfers entered with' a
.

pre-trghsfer-grade point average of 1.-- 99,
4 , ,, 4.

and-this group achieved a mean first term grade point average of 3.86. The
. ,

3,542 continuous:jriors had accumulated a lower division average G.P.A. 'of

4.05 and achieveda 4.02 grade point average during the first term of the
. t.

. . junior yeor, which is higher than the other two gr.oupS and slightly higher

"o

,

N,
than the G.P.44. achieved by riative juniors in previous years. s:

Continuous juniors achieved a lower G.P.A. (4.02) while four-year transfers

fell slightly to 3.86 and community college transferseiperienced the,greatest

decrease of'alJ s'from 4.09 yo 3.58. Ademonstrated by previous std idies,ths
.11

drop in mean G.P.A. for community college transfers has occurred repe atedly .

over 04 past several years. Although an analysis' of the factors influehcing

this drop is not readily available, it is clear that community college :transfer

studerrts consistently suffer this dOCrease in mean G.P.A. or experience' what

some have labelled "tErsfer shock' The "fransfer shock" is illustrated in

Figdre 1 which demonstrates grappicalry th4 di.fferential--achieveffient of the

groups over the S'ix semesters sAidied.
. , 1

.er,

At the end of the first term, the native iuniors had the highest proporr-

( .

tionofsiudentsonclear'status (92%), followed by the four-year college
,f

transfers (84%),.with the community college group having th lowest Proporticin

(75%) ,in this status. The comendnity college group had the highest percentage

of students,on probation.(18%). while 10 percent tif the four-year transfers

.and 4 percent-of the continuous juniors were on probation at .the end of the

2

first uqrm. Although a very small percentage of all groups war-dropped for

acagemic'reasons, the community college group shows the highest proportion of

the'Se students (,3%) while both four-year and native grbos show about 2 percent

dropped., This is similartb the pattern found for the'fall, 1972 groups.
6

Among students who officiattymithdreW during the semester,,the community col-

)lege and four-year transfers Pad an equal percentage (4%) while 2 percent of

the continuous juniors withdrew At the end'of the 1973 fall semester, 92

percent 9f the community college transfers, 91,percent of the four-year college

/) .6
Anderson, 2E:cit., December, 1 5.
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r . '41rpnsfers, and-97 percent of tie continuous-juniors had either, graduated,
,,,-

_Were 'on clear :Status, or were On probationary status'end pligtble-tO re-enroll

m for the second semester (see Figure 2). These retention 'ratios are similar

o e ra 1
--: . of

..

the first semester for the 1972,7 1-911,8'

and 19709 groups.
- .

-.g

These data demonstrate that eVen/ho h the community cotlege'group achieved
.

.

, a .28 lower first tent grade point /verage fo.t-year college group,.

"'N

kr

K'

they were slrghtry more persistent(Agf-ing emester thpn the four-year

college group When evaluated in terms of the total p oportion.of skiidents who

actually re-enrolled on cPeaP or probationary -status for the setond.'semester

Eighty -mine percent (7.2$)-iof the original population'of the commUni ty college

.group re-enrolled while 88 bercent.(996) of the four-year transferi and 95

percent {3,3;4) of thegnatives returned 'for tIPI second semester..

Second Semester Progress
itt:

4

The mean'O.A.' acid-academic status pf community colle'getralliers, fopr-

year college transfers and nave jUniorha retOrRed f016 the spring' semester
_.
are.4100wri in%JableI. ;The 'transferQ for-the students who re-enrolled

was calculated for each gr2Up and was Ji.J ight1S; higher'(.03 to .05) than the mean .

for the original' 1973 fall groups.,-This alost exactly duplicates the pattern
. ,

Observed in the 1972 and 1971 fall grou0. ..- ,

.

The differences bet4leen the'pre-ti.evfer orlower division grade point

average and 'the'second semester grade point average for,tbe groups was -.41
,,'

.:

forthe community college tsansfers -:01 for the foUr-year col ege transfers,

and +.05 fdr the native luniors. In comparing thefirst and sec term mean

a.,
,I.

r

TEP.A.'s, the comMunity college,group increased the-mien second term'G.P.A.

by'15, the
P fouc-year group-by .l4, and the native .1q44ars increased by .11.

7'
ibid.

8
-AnderSon-, Jund,\ 1974.

9Anderson, diacit., January, 1972.

to.
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thesis to explain the increase in G.P.A. is that those students Keturn-

in6"fot the 'second semester were higher achievers than the total group present

for the fall. Table 2 shows the mean transfer G.P.A.'s of students who did

not eturn. It is clear that the students who dropped in the second semester

transferred with mean G.P.A.'s below the total group mean transfer G.P.A. (.42

lower for the two-year transfers and .43 lower for the four-year transfers)..

The students who left on probation were also beldw the total group's mean trans-
,

fer ltowe\ler, the actual difference between the mean pre-transfer Q.P.A.

of all transfers and the "leavers" in tre second semes ter was small (.16 for

community college, .14 far four-year transfers) and the slight difference tin..
k

-.

mean trans 'Ur., G.P:A. between. the first and'second semesters (.02 to .05 indicates
.

this hypothelOs is probably Sufficient to fully explain the increase in

G.P.A. Another postibility which Might explain tit increase in G.P.A. in the
._

, community college gro4p is "transftr shock," which they experience the first

semester after transfer. As was stated earliel., in compal-ing 'the first and

cond term mean G%
S

P.A.'s the community college,group .incr ed the mean G.P.A
1

.15; the four=year ccillege group mean L.F.A. increased. y .14; and the native,

mean G.16i,.A. increased .11 frOm the first semester to the secgrrd. It appears

then, that both two-year and fou -.mar ransfer students experience "transfer .

shock as both achieve lower -fir t term .A.is than native' students and both

groups. ihtreae-these G.P.A.'s bly almostthe same'amount during the second

-semester.' In the study of'the wall, 1972 groups,.it was stated that "four-year

-transfer t'udents bo not suffer transfer shock.'
,10

It would appear fin this

study thaf'four-year transfsr s udents 'did suffer "transfer shock," although

this effect is not as grat on !four -year transfers as it is on .community'college

ransfers. These datademonst ate that even though- tie coMMurrity cotilege

recovered some 9f the drop in can during the secoleles4mesterl, they did

gt

10
Anderson, Ernest F., "C parison of Transfer and Native Student' Progress

,

at the University of.111inois.at:Urbana-ChaMpaign,"FalliCT-972 Group, Uni.versity.
Office of School and College elaions, University of Illinois at Urb na-Champaign.
Research Memorandum.75-14,'De ember, 1975: ,
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TABLE 2

. Pre-Transfer GPA ofSiansfer Studen6 Leaving the University
by Type ofInstituCion Of Last Attendance

.University of 1Flincris at Urbana-Champaign
Fall, 1973 Groups

/ 13

Two-Year Transfers Four-year Transfers.
GPA

.

Semester & Academic'Status

(1)

No.

(2)

Pre Trans.

(3)

GPA, No.

41.4)

Pre-Trans.

, (5)

First. Sethester
//- .

Withdrew (1st Semeter) 35 3".'88 '50

Dropped (1st Semester 27 ,3.76 27 3.51

Left on ProbatianlAfter 1st Sem.) 14 3.06. / 15 3f82
Left on Clear (After 1st Sem.)
. b

24 4.d71
...

47., 3.98

Total 100 3.89 139 381
w g

Mean Transfer GPA for
all Transfers 817' .4.09 1,136 3.99 *

Second Semester

Withdrew (2nd Seffester) 22 4.17 .21 3.93
Dropped (2nd Semeste'r) 46 3.72 29 3.58

Left on Probation (After 2nd Sem.) 13 4.05 13 -343
'Left on Clear (After 2nd Sem.)

.
47 4.15

. ._

63 . 4.08

Total 128 3.99 -) 126 3.88.

Mean4ransfer GPA for,
all Transfers 724 , 4.14 996 4..01

Third Semester
0

.

' ';"

Withdrew (3rd Senster) 13 4.1 15 ..3.83
. Dropped (3rd Semeter) -* 22 3.79 10 , 3:60

'Left Probation (After 3rd _Sem.) , 13 4.00. 8 3:56
p Left offltlear (After 2nd Sem.) 32 4.11 55 . 3.98

Total
t

80 4:02 2 88 3.87

MeanTransfer G.PA.for
allTransfers 616 4.16 , 8514 4.05

>L.
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TABLE 2 (Cont,,,)

'Pre-Transfer'GPA of Transfer Students Leaving the University
byTyPe of.Institution of Last Attendance
AiniveYsIty jf at,Urbana-Champaign

to,

Fall 1973 Groups

;Semester & Acade.mic Statuls

(1)

Fourth Semes

14

.

Two-Year Transfers, Four-Yearransfers
No. P're'Trans. GPA-f No. Pre-Tr'ans. GPA

(2) (3) (4) , (5)

Withdrew (4th Seriiesief 6 '3.92 3 4.15

Dropped (4th Seme:ite) 2 3.45 3 3.5.0

Left on ri-lobations Ater 4titem.) 1 3.76 1 3.00

Left on clear (After 4t1-7Sem:':.:,- 7 4 . 1 4 ,/ 29 4.o4.'-

Total . 16 3.95 .36 -' 3.98

Mean 4ansfer GPA for t,

o
all Transfers . , 542 - 4.17 745 4.03,

Fifth'Semester 1

Withdrew (56'S'emester) 4.07 *- 5 , 3.68
_...

Dropped (5th Semester) , 3.44 7 3.66

'''.e.ft on Probatidn (After 5th Sem.) . 4.15 2 3.58
Left on Clear (After 5th Sem.) 6 4.21- '3 380

Totals.-
.,,,

25 3.89 23 3.71

Mean Transfer GPA for.
,,.

,,,,, all Transfers

h Semester
*

Withdrew, (6th' Semester) , 2 3.87 )4 .3.68.

rd-O-Oed (6th Semester) 's 8 3.82. 3 3.95
-Lefton Probation (After 6th Sem.) NA- NA NA NA

Left on Clear \(After 6th'S'em.) 'NA NA NA NA

269 4.03 353

r--. 'Total 10 3.83 7 3.80

Mean'T4ansfer'GBA
all Transfers

,.

040

172 4.08 '253 4.01

4



not achieve a mean second semester equivalent to their pre-tr sfer
' nor did they form academically during tFie f year afte trans-

fter at a 1 esvel equtiva t to the four-year college-transfers or native
The community college group did °I nerdese- the i r secozid semester 6.P . A, by about ,

.15 but -*this "recovery!' was nbi ever's 'one-'thi rd °tithe di fference between the
mean transfer G.P.A. and the f itst remestter G.P.A., )

°
*

Some of, the.""recovery" in the vrliunity c.011ege group G G.P.A. may be ac-
.

cOunted fc,,,r by.the .87' students who 'were d.ropped or, left pn , clear or probationary
.

0 statul -at the end-of "Yhe'fi'r.st semester or officially withdrew during the second.
. .

semester. ..Ana-1 ys 1 s of the first semester- 'performance of these '8.7 students (see
. . t- ,

.' dabld 3) shows* that,they: achieved :LP.Pk.. oi'.2. 75 whittr:is r. 30 below the 4.09
. ,,...,. : ,. ,

. .

1 - , . -
. average for :the 'total 'group. «A' sirui tar:anarysis (7e Table 3) for the four-year

t - ...
S.

4 A

' ,

_ col,fege .students -who difcCno't ,return- or.yritirew during t7he second semester shows'
. . . Ali ..

-that" they aChl eyed. ameat`G.F.A. of ;3.05- WI:lid:tars' .94-beloW the average for the
... .

, . . ,,.
total' four,*yelli group. The,Se analyseS'suggeit the hyplihes Is that some of the

"t r;ansfer SI-lodk,"*.f irsta seMester drop in i.P:A. , -tol lcredby, a recovery during'
c . . . . . ,_ . .

the se.ctmdtemester tiy' fhe .cOnt inQing tvIci and, four-year co.] lege-group, may be
- ,

., - ir. _

' . exi3111Lnect; by 'the absent(?). of %tile '''lea'vers" (971.0%) many of whoin were below aydrOge
,.. . -

1

achievers ,during the second .sernesttr;.(2S%' for COmmuni ty co 1 leg4 tr=ansfers and 1,,. Z ,
...

- , ,,,Si .ry..,.20%.,for fo4r-va-r trar'iSfers) and iricreFt-es again in the- third semester 034% .

:
-sfOr ih.e"Comm6riit7\tol lege .t ransfe. r.s and 27Z lor the four-year -transfers); T is ,

., -I ' / .
N trend; the effect'oflthe' a b-5 e rice -of Taleavers,y' holds true for all semesters
, . . ,

. , .

except 'the f ifth;.",tlen the 'Mean G. P .A.4 s,-deCrep"sed. for al-1 three groups.
. I z ry .

*

fhplihree groUps,,k1i,sp dyff,ered in acadenflc status' (see Table I) and ref 'n-
,., C

t ion ratio (see Fi'gure 2)sa'trte dnd, of two semest9.rs. -Me 'natives (.93) , tho

i . .. .
gf ou r -.yar: coilege-roP. ,(.84). 'and the "coMmuni ty col legt group (.80) rank in y

,-, -
, 'i . ' «.' ., . descend'in order in tihe protiorf ion of the fal l', 1973 group v411,1°511 i ther graduated. ' , /

', or continued on' Clear'br probat ronary status "pt the tneof 'the second semester.,
e. .4.4 4 'Ir

,

The community col lege group NO .13 pe'rcent bn jarrOit ion ,i;qh,kle the four-.
f. .

yea'r cOl lege..group Aad 6 percent and the nativesv 4 percent on probation. A

4 L.
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TA:4E 3
I ,

Last Semester Achreyement by Transfer Student's Leaving the Univef-sity
By Type of Institution of Last Attendance
University_ot at Urbana-Champaign

Fall 1973 Group .,, ,

/

.16

Semester 'and Academic Status

41)

First Semester
ti

Withdrew (1st Semester)
Dropped (1st Semester)
Left on Probation (After 1st berm. )

Left on Clear (After 1st Sem.)

Total

Mean Transfer GPA for
all Transfe'rs

-416,

Second Semester
4

Withdrew (2nd Semester)
Droppd.e'(2nd Semester) .

Left on Proba-tion (After 2nd Sem.)
Left on Clear ,(Afte'r 2n'd Sem.);

Total j
Mean 'Transfer GPA for

Transfers' '

4 ThirdSemes_ler

Two-Year .Transfers

No. e Last GPA

(2)

35 #
. 27

14

24

100

22

46

13

, 47

123.

724 .

1

Withdrew (3rd SeMester) 13

Dropped (3rd Semester) 22
Left on Probation (After 3rd em.) 13

-44:, Left on Clear (After 31'd Sem. 32

r Total 80

Mean Transfer GPA for r-

all rransfers . 616

0

r

fout-Year,Transfers
Nq. "Last qA .

(3)' (4) (5)

_ 50

1.71 27' 1 .:45

2.33 15 ,2x49
3.50 47 3.98`

139 - 2.69

g4.09 1,136 ? 3.99

3%62 21 3.46

' 2.31 29 '2.114

2.75 13 2.80

3.88 63 4.07

3116 126 '3.39

4.14 , 996 4.01

(

3.39 15
.

3.66

2.09 . -10 2.35

2.74, 8 . 2.70

3.81 55 3.79 i !

'

3.1)9 : 88 3.51

4.16 854 4' .4.05'



TABLE 3 (Cont.)

Last Semester Achievement by Transfer"Students Leaving the University'
By, Type of Institution of Last Attendance :

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
Fall 1973 Group.

'Semester and Academic Status '

(1)

Fourth Semester.

Two -Year Transfers Four -Year Transrs
N6.' Last,GPA- No.\ Last GP/A-

S2 (3) (14) (5)

Withdrew (4th Semester) -.., 611' 3.69 3 3.85,

Dropped. (4th Semester) ',, 2 2'.91 -3 )2.59 54

Left on Probation, (After 4th 'Sem.) 1 , 3.07. 1 3.54

Lefton Clear (After fth Sem.PL 7 4.02 29 4.10

..

Total . 16 -. 3.70 36 3:94

>Moan Tranfer GPA for
---..,e ,

all Transfers 542 4.17 754 4.03

Fifth irester

Withdew (5th Semester) 5 3.56* 5 3.51

Dropped (5th Semestey) 9 1.98 7 2.05

Left on Probation (After 5th Sem. 5 2.71 2 2.35

Left .on Clear after 5th Sem.) 6 3'.82 9 4.46
. l

Total, 25 2.88k .23 3.34

... Mean Transfer GPA for . ,

all Transfers ' / 269 4.03
-

353 3.98.4 /
Sixth Semester

'Withdrew (6th. Semester) ' '2 4.44* 4 2.69
. Dropped (6th Semester) '8 2.78 3 .2.12

4 ,Left on Probation (After 6th iem.) NA NA NA __,______LPA

Left on Clear (After 6T Semi 'NA NA ( NA NA
---

.

Total: 10 3.11* 7. 2.45
4

Meaq Transfer GPA ,for
_ =

all Transfers 172 ' 4k08 253 -'4.01

This average includes one student Who withdrew without a last achievement GPA.

2i:
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total of 9 percerq 6f the community college transfers, 5 percent 'of the four-
. 6.-

year college transfers and 2 percent of the natives were dropped or withdrew

during the second semeste.' These acti&A, combined wi,t0first semester gradua-

tion, resulted in a retention ratio of .80 for the community college group,

.84 for the four-year. college group, and .93 for the natives one year after

transfer.

The
.4
sub'st:antially lower grade pOinl averages of the community college stu-

dents are the basis for more Persons on probation,. dropped, and withdrawn, in

comparison with the other two gFoups, resulting in a lower retention ratio for

the community college group when compared with the four-year college group.

Thereis also.an observable difference between grade point averages of the

four-year transfers and the continuous juniors, which may help explain the dif-

ference in retention ratios here, too.

That Semester Progress

Data for those students who re- enrolled for thb fall, 1974 semester are

shown in Table I (continued). The third semester grade point average continued

to increasvver.the,second-semester G.P.A. for the community college transf,ers

(.10), but the four-year transfers and the native students experienced only a

very slight increase in mean grade point average (approximately .04), from the

second semester to the third. The difference between pre-trg-hsfer or lower

division G.P.A. and the mean third term G.P.A. was -.33 for the community college

transfers, -.02 for the four-year transfer group, and +.06 for the continuous

juniors. The community college group continued to attain the lowest, retention

ratio at, ,.72 while thefour7year college group had a .77 ratio and the continuous

juniors .88. These data are presented in Table. .1 ntinued) and illustrated

1110

tn Figure 2.

Fourth Semester-Progress

Data for the 542 community college transfers, 745-four-year transfers,

and 2,367 native student re-enrollmehts for spring,'1975 are shown in Table I.

WI*

22
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The fourth semester mean G.P.A.'s for all groups continued the upward
1

movement started in the second semester (see Figure I). There were.lncreases

over the third semester mean G.P.A. of .13,,.09-, and .02 for the com nty

college transfers, the four-year transfers,-and the native students respectively.
'-

The native students-now surpassed their fiirst semester junior year G.P.A. by

.14 while the four-year college transfers surpassed their mean pre-transfer

G.P.A.ty .13. The community college transfers were still below their mean
4

pre-transfer G,P.A., but only by .13 this semester.

The mean transfer or lower division G.P.A. of students who re-enrolled ih
7

each group continued to rise above lower division' or pre-tr'ansfes G.P.A. of the

total 1973 fall population' ,(+.08, +.04, arid +.08 for the 'pre4transfer or lower

division G.P.A. Ilkr the community cone* transfers, four-year transfers, and

'native students respectively (see Table I). .

The retention ratio's continued to decline with the lowest again being the
.

.community college transfers (.67). The,foU'r-year transfersretention ratio

o
v/as 49 with the native students achieving the highest retention ratio of .85,

*(see Figure 2),. These rankings remained the same throughout the four semesters.

The difference betWeen thd thirAnd fourth s4mester retention ratio's was -.05

for the-tommunity collegetransfers, -.04 for the four-year transfers, and -.05

for the native s dents. Th difference between the first and fourth semester'

\i`retention ratios. ere -.25 for community college transfers, -:20 for fourf-year

transfers, and -.14 for native students (see Tabie I).
,

The natIvegroup had the highest graduation ratio with .73 followed by

the four-year transfer -group with .41 and the community college group with .37

(see Figure 2). The graduation ratio is defined as the cumulative number of
. .

graduations within ,a group divided by the nu

within that group.

Fifth Semester Progress

Data for the.269 community college kransfers,.353 four-year transfers,

and 441 nativestudent're-enr011ments for fall, 1976 are shown in Table I.

11, 1973 transfer students

a

23
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The WO semester mean G.P.A.'s for ail three groups declined. The native

St6dent group exhibitede greatest' decline as their'fifth semester mean G.P.A.-

fell from 4.19 to 3.87, doWn by .32. The community college groupexper!enced

.19 decline while the four-year group. suffered a .11 drop. deAs before, the

community college mean G.P.A. was below both of the other grObps; but for'the

first time (excluding pre-transfer-mean G.P.A.'s), the native student mean G.P.A.

was lower (by".14) than the four-year transfers (see Figure 1)..

The mean transfer G.P.A.'s of all three groups also declined in the fifth

semester. The native student group exhibited the greatest decline from the

fourth semester with a drop of .30. The community college transfers dropped'.14

and the four-year transfers experienced a mean transfer G.P.A. drop of .05 (see

Table I). One logical explanation of this is that students with lower pre-

transfer and lower division G.P.A.'s required more semesters to graduate either

because they repeated courses,took fewer hour per semester, or had more pre-

requisitesrequisites to make up before graduation. It could Also be that these students

may have,pre-Viously been on'probation and'might have taken less difficult courses,

regardless of curriculum requirements, in order to return to,clear'status, thus

delaying the courses which are difficult until later 4n their program.

-The community college transfers and native s'tudents'reverse4d their declining
-

retention ratios with gains of.03 and .02 respectively. This brought the re-
.

..tention ratio for the community college transfers .to. .69 and for the native stu-
_

dents to .85. The eetention ratio for the four-year transfers remained constant

at .71 (see Table I and Figure 2). This change in the decline the retention

raiio*eould be the result of fewer students leaving the university on clear or

probation in the fifth semester. Of 361 community college and four-year transfers
0

that left on clear or probation during the first five semesters of th4s study

only 25 (7%) did in the f4t1h semester (see. Table 4 and Anderson, Reseal-ch

Memorandum 76- Table I).

Academic.Progress and Status Three Years After Transfer

This study demonstrates that community and junior college transfers' experienced

a subs ial drop ill G.P.A. during their first semester after transfer, gradually

24
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recover to a level more.nearl.y equivalent to tfieir pre-transfee G.P.A. in the

fourth semester, and then drop off again in,the fifth semester with not much

change coming in the sixth. This same trend for the first four semesters was

observed fo,t the fall', 1972
11

and fail, 1971
12

Community college, groups as well.
.e"

-There is*no previous data with which to compare the declines.,in the fifth and

sixth semesters in order to identify whetheof this an expected occurrence or

'whether it ,is a chance occUrrence. Figure 1 illustrates this early recovery
1 ,

by the community collegd-group. It also illustrates that, even though native

students achieve a higher mean G.P.A. in the fourth semester than their lower

divjsion.G.P.A..;'they, along with community college transfers, achieve fifth

and sixth semester 110.P.A.'s lower than their pre-transfer or lower division

mean G.P.A. The four-year group was the only gYoup to achieve a fifth or sixth

semester mean G'.P.A. above their pre-transfer G.P.A. It is alp interesting
%

that the group with the highest pre-transfer mean G.P.A., the t o-year transfers,

had the loWestfiftb and:sixth semester mean G.P.A.'s, while th group with the

lowest pre-tranSfer mean G.P.A., the four-year group, hl the highest fifth and
,.. .

sixth kemester mean.G.P.A.'s. Nativs, students, who began with the mddian.pre-

transfer'or lower division mean G.P.A., achieved the median fifth and sixth

semest-er mean C.P.A.'s. They had, however, the highest mean G.P..A. throughout

the
NN.: iirst four .semesters. .

64

'Summary data presented in Table I for the three groups,shows the propor-

tion of each gpoup in seven academic status categories six semesters after trans-,

f6F,.--" The 172 community college transfer students who re-enrolled for the sixth

semester achieved a mean G.P.A. of 3.80, .16 lower than that 'group's mean fourth

.termUniversity of Illikois G.P.A. and .28 lower than that grouprs,mean transfer

G.P.A.

11
Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student) Progress,

at the UniversiAy. of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign," 1972 -73 Academic Year,:
University OffiCe of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at
Urbana-Champaign, Research Memorandum 75-14, December, 1975.

12
Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress

at the,University of 111.intlis at Urbana-Champaign," 1971-72 Academic Year, /

University Office of/School and College Relations, University.of
Urbana-,Champaign, Research Memorandum 7479, June, 1974.
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Of the original comunity cp114e group 59-p1 cent had gradtipted, 7 per4
.

cent were on clear, 1 percentrwas on probation, 9 13e.rcent were drpped-and ,

returned,not re- enroll, 7 percent *ithdreW and never returned, 12 percent left.

clear status and never returned, and 5 percent left on probation 'and,did not

return. A total If 548 of the original' 817 fall, 1973 community college group,
,

were graduated or completed the spring,: 1976 term on clear or probationary

status resulting in a retentilheetio of .67.

The four-year college groUp consi4edof 253 students enrolled for the

sixth.semest,er. This group achieved a (sixth semester mean G.P.A. of 1+.05, .04

higher than their mean transfer G.P.A. and ,07 lower than their fourth,term

G,P.A. Of the original four-year college group, 62 percent had graduated, 7

percent were on. clear, 1 percent was on probation, 4 percent were dropped, Ts, .

percent withdr , 16 percent left on clear status, and3-.percent left On proba-

7oLion. A tota f,782-of the original 1,136 fall, 1973 four-year college transfers .

were graduated or completed the spring, 1.976 term on clear'or probatbry status

resulting in a retention ratio of .69.

There were 203 native juniors who re-enrolled.for the sixth semester: The,

achieved a c'ean G.P.A. of 3.89, .04 lower han their,mean lower division G.P.A.

and .38 lower than the fourth semester mean fo? natives.,..-At the end"of

the native juniors' sixth semester, 83 perce t had graduated, 2 percent were

on clear status, less than 1 percent rohation, 4 percent were drop*,

and 4 percent withdrew.. .Data on the s tus ot native juniorswho chose to

leave between semesters (on clear or p tiorl was not available from the basic

source document's.

A totarof 2,996 of the original 3,542 fait,, 1973 continudus juniors were

g;aduated or Completed the spring, 1976 term on Clear or probationary status.,

resulting in a reterii'yon ratio oft .85.

.0"4
The percentages Ot slit:lents_ of probation after'six semesters was very

low with both the community colte6'e group a'nd the, four-year group recording 1

percent while there wps less-than 1 percent of the native group on probation.

2 6
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Nine percent of the community college group'were dr4Pped while onTy 4 percent

were dropped pf both the four-year and the native groups. Four percent of the
"

continuous juniors withdrew while 7 percent of both the four' year and native

groupsewitarew during the course of these six semesters. Twelve percent'of

the community college group and 16 percent of the four-year groupOeft or clear

status. Five percent of the cOmmunity.collegg group and 3 percent of the four-
. A.

year group left on plibetionary_status. .There is no recorded explanation of

why these students-left,the campus-.

The retention ratio was highest for the native juniors (.85), with little

difference between the four7ypar group (.69)` and the c.olvmunity college_ group

(.67). It may be assumed that by'the jUpior year, a student who enrolled at

the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign as a beginnimt\fre'shmtl and

continued for two years would be more likely to,continue for two more year's

than a transfer student who is nevi to the nvironment and.may have only one

semester of college credit.

The transfer group from the four-year institutions.achieved a sixth semester

mean G.P.A. .16 higher than'the continuous juniors, yet their retention ratio

was 16 percent lower. The community college group,had a retention ratio only

3 percentolower than the four-year group but 18 percent lower than the native ,
s ,

'group (see Figures 1 and 2).

However, the retention ratio reported for the-natives is slightly higher"-

than'the actual retention because of the inclusion of a few students-ho graduated

'in pr'evious semester and continued bri as undergraduates, thus a few.s dents

ih this group were counted twice,4 It was not feasible to determine t net

number of graduates from the data source used for this study for Lhe native

gC390"

Comparisbn by Su;ject Area" .

1

..

44. Data ontrani4 and native stUdent.G.P.A.'s achieved at the University-of

Illinois i,n eath of I2-subject areas for the,1973j74',M4-75, and 1975-76

e \44..vademic years are presented in Table 4. ''.. ,

ix
,

,4

.
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1

Rank ordering :of the three _groups by subject area G.P.A. shows that the4

community college transfers acleeved a lower mean G.P.A. in 11 Of the 12 areas

than either the oulyear college transfers or native juniors during the first

semester. The native juniors achieved the highest G.P.A. in every subject area

except education. Tht four-year college transfers ranked highest in education

,,and tied,:v.ith the native juniors in the foreign languages subject area. Dif-

ferences between the four -year college transfers and the natrives in most subject

,areas are small. .

(

Similar- analyses fob' the second and third semesters show that the community

college transfers received the lowest mean G.P.A.'s im 11 and 9 areas respec-
t

tively. The native junior group achieved the highest G.P.A. in all 12 areas

theitcond semester and 10 of 12 subject areas during the third semester., The

four-year-college group tied for the highest in'the areas of'English and fweign

. languages' in the second ,semester and achieved the highest ranking in English

for the third 4 emester. The community college group ranked highest in home

4
12.4

economics the third semester.

.1n the fourth semester the community college transfers ranked third iall

subject areas,.exceptlikusiness and commerce, foreign languages, agriculture,
e

and art and architecture. in no area:did this group rank first. The four-year

ti

college transfers achieved the higIst G.P.A.'s in 3 of 12 areas: business

and commerce, English, and social sciences! The native group ranked first i.101 1

- . , .

all areas except the $ircial sciences and English.

There were considerable changes in the rankings in the fifth andfsixth
4

A
semesters. In the previous 4 semesters the continuous juniors ranked firSt in

the "all courses" average followed by, the four-year group who ranked second and

the community college' transfers who ranked third. In the last two semesters
.

.

the four-year transfers ranked first followed by the continuous juniors.groupp
.

.

who ranked second,'and.the community college-group who again ranked a close

th.
*k 1

4
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TABLE 4 T

Comparison of ransfer.and Native Student
Academi chievement by Subject Area

Uplveriifi of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
Fall 1973 Group

Subject Area
(1)

Fall, 1973 (1St sem.).

Biological Sciences
Business & Commerce.
English
Foreign Languages
Mathemalids

Physical Sciences
SocLaPiciendes
Agriculture
Engineering

Art & Architecture
Education

Hope Economics

All CoUrses

Spring, 1974 (2nd Sem.)

Biological Sciences
Business & Codmerce
English
Foreign Language
Mathematics
Physical Sciences
Sotial Sciehces
Agriculture
Engineering
Art & Architecture
tducation
Home Economics

All Courses

C.,

2y

Two-Year College Four-Year Cotlege
Transfers Transfers

Mean GPA

(2}

Rank

(3)

Hean GPA

(4)

Rank

(5)

3.55 (3) 3:82 ( 2 )

3.49' (3) 3.80 ( 2 )

3.98 (3) 4.04 ( 2 )

3.78 (3) 4..04 (1)
3.14 (3) 3.56 (2).
3.26. (3) 3149 (2)
3.62 (3) 3.98 (2)
3.65 '(3) 3.80 (2)

43.77 (3) (2)

3.95 (2) A. Er/ (3

. 4.22 (3)a4 4.50 (1)

3.88 (3) "" 4.07 (2)

3.58 (3) °3.86 (21.

3.57 (3) 3.97 ( z).
3.62 (3) .3.95 ( 2 )

3.97 (3) 4.21, ( 1 )

3.81 (3) . 4.13 (1)
3.22 (3) 3.77 (2)
3.41. ' (3) 3.73 (2)
3:75 43) 4.03 (2)
3.94 (2) 3:93 (3)
3.81 (3) (2)
4.05 (3) 4.11 (2)
4.36 (3) 4.42 ,(2).
3.86 -13) 3.90 (.2)

3.73 (3) 4.00 (2)-

2,9

Continuous Junisets
(Natives)

Mean GPA Rank

(6)- (7)

4.00
3.89'

4.12

4:64

3.82

3.86
4.06
4.02
4.01

4.07
4.45
4.08

4.02

4.13,
3.97
4.21

4.13
3.81

4.00
4.19
4.10
4.12
4.20

4.53
4.13

4.13
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STABLE 4 (Cont.)

.Comparison of Transfer and Nati've.Student
Acaaemic Achievement by Subject Area

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
Fall 1973 Group

)./
26

Subject Area

(1)' A

Fall, 197A. (3rd Sem.)

BiologicAl Sciences
Business &,gommerce
English
Foreign Languages
Mathematics
Physical Science S'

. Social Sciences
Wiculture
Engineering

Art & Architecture
Education
Home ,.,conomics

All Courses

SprAg, 1975 (4'th Sem.)

BiolOgical Sciences
Business & Commerce
Englis'h

Foreign Languages
Mathematics

'Physi.cal Sc ces

Social Scip es

Agriculture
Engineering

Art & Architecture
.Education

Homelconomic's
%.

4-

,

All Courses

I

Two-Yea'r College
Transfers

Mean GPA Rank

(2) .(3)

_Four-Year College
Transfers

Mean GPA

(4) , (5)

3.73 (3) 3.92 ()
3.68 (3) 3.90

t,
(2)

4.00' (3) 4.18 (1)

3.95 (2) 3.85 (3)

3(19 (3) 3'.73 (2)

3.614' (3) 3.76 (2)

3.91 (3) 4.07 (2)

4.00 (3) -4.04 (2)

3.96 (3) 4.05 (2)

3.84 ,(3.) 4.09 (2

4.62 (2) 4.62 (2)

4417 (1) 4.01 (3)

3.83 (3) 4.03 (2)

3.67

3.791.

3.90
4.05

.3.44

3.63
3.96

4.02

3.98

4.10

4.55.

4.11

(3) 3.97
(2) 3.96

(3) 4.26

(2) 4.05

(3) 3.72

(3) 344
(3) 4,19
(2) 3.96

(3) 4.48

(2)

(3) 4.7o

(3) 4.1;9

3.96 r3) ,4.12

Continuous Juniors
(Natives)

Mean' GPA Rank N

(6) (7)

4.03 (1)

3.99 (1)

4.16 (2)

4.22 (1)

3.79 (1)

3.99 (1)

4.16 (1)

4.17 (1)

4.18' (1)

4.17 (1)

4.74 (1)

4.15 (2)

4.17 (1)

4.07 ('I)

3.96 (1)

4.17 (2)

4.36 (1)

3.86 (1)

4.02 .(1)

4.16 (2).

4.18 (1)

4.18 (1)

4.14 (1)

4.73 (1)

4.21 (1)'

4.19 (1)
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TABLE 4 (Cont.) :

Comparison of Transfer and Native Student
Academic Achievement by Subject Area

University of 111inoisat Urbana-Champaign
Fall 1973 Group

27

,

Subject Area

' (1)

Two-Year College
Transfer's

Four-Year College
Transfers

Continuous Juniors.
'(Native's)

Mean' GPA

(2)

Rank

. (3)

Mean PA
(4)

'Rank

(5)

c

Mean GPA

(6)

Rank-

(7)

,

:.3,

"Fail, 1975 (5th Sem.)

3.14
3.72

3.82
, 4.00

-2.86
. 3.10 '

3.85
3.32'

3.84;

1 14
'
07'1

4.67

4.I0

3.80

. (3)

'(1)

. (3)

(3)

(3)

(3)

(2)

(3)

(2)

(1')

;(2)

(1)

(3)

(3)

(2)

(3)

(3)

.(3)

-(2)
(3)

(2)

(1)

(1)

'(2)

(3)

-
4.13

3.68
4.29
4:38
3.14

3.76

3.98
4.06
4.10

3.98
ii.69

4oo

4;05

f

(1)

(2)

(1)

. (1)

..(2)

(1)

(f)",,

(2)-
'(l)

(2)

(1)

(21

,(i).

(1)

(1)

(2) '

(i)

(i)

(2)

(1)

(1)

(1)

(3)

C2),

(1)

(1)

!

3.75
3,52'
14.07

4.29'

'3.42
3.72'

3.73
4.23

3:84

3.98
4.69
.3.25

3.89

(2)

()
(2)

(2)*

:(1)
(2)

.1(3)

'. (1)

-(-2)'

(2)

., CO
(3)

(23

'(2)

(3)
(1)

(2)

:(2)

'(1)

(2)

(2)'

(2)

'(2)

(3)

(3)

(2)

'Biol6giscal ,Sciences

sBusiness & Commerce
English
Foreign Languages
Mathematics
.Physical Sciences

> Social Sciences
Agriculture
Engineering

ic/

Art & Architecture
Education ,

' Home Economics ,

All Courses

rin 1976 (6th Sem.)

3.66
3.61

3,83

3.50
2.87

3.53

3.57

3.75
3.87
4.09
4.81

3.67

3.77

3.93
3.77
3.99
4.35

'3.50-

3.58
4.03

4.19

4.13

3.99
4.73

5;95

4.01

3.57,

4.02
4.01

2.9,--

3.85

3.57

3.98
3.87'

4.04
4.70

3.45

3..j_23

Bio o9i.cal Sciences
Busines§ E Commerce
English
Foreign Languages
Mathematics
Physical Sciences
Social Sciences 11

Agriculture
Engineering
Art & Architecture
Education
Home Economics

All Coyses

31
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1

1 ."there were .no discernible patterns in The fifth semester as the four-year

transfers ranked.first in 7 subjec t areas, second in 5 subject areas, and never

ranked third: The continuous juniors ranked first in 3 subject areas, second'

.

in 6subject A?eas,,and third in. 3 sUbject areas-. The community co-liege transfers

perfOrmed the poorest as.theyfanked first in 3 subject areas, second in sub- 1-

. ject areas, And third in 6 subject areas. In the sixth semester the four-year

4

J

transfer,s-r-anked' first. iA 8 subject, areas, second in 3 subject areas, and third

4 q'
in 1

subject area.. The continuous juniors group ranked first in 2_subject areas,

second ina7 subject areas, and third in 3 suVect areas. Again the community
(

college group performed the poorest as they ranked first in 2 subject areas,

second in 4 subject areas, and third cn 6 subject areas.

The community college transfers achieved thei.r best ranking in the subject

1
lar

areas of art and architecture (first for two semesters, second for two semesters, -41

and thiord fob two semesters), and home economics (first Tor two semesters and

secondfdr 1 semester)'. They performed the poorest in the subject areas'of

. bi.ologtakscience, English,.mathematics, and physical science (all with third

rankings all six semesters). They also'fank2d third for all six semesters in
, .

the. "all courses" average,4-
44.

The fou.r-year transfers Performedbest yh the subject-a'reaa of,En'glish

' ,(first for foul` .semesters, second for one semester, third for one semester),

.and social science (first for three sqMesters, second kor xhree semester1)..

They performed worst in' art and architecture (second for three semesters, third

. for three semesters), agriculture (first 'for one semester, second for three

-semeeters, third for three semesters); and home economics (same as the rankings

for agriculture). . I

0 4

Peforman e for the native juniors w s the. best in mathematics (first for
..

t , 44

five semesters, sectidt for one semester) d agriculture (same rankings45

.

.

1 mathematics). They ranked lowest in hom economics (first for three semesters,

. second for one semester, hird for two emesters), socral science (first for

three s stet's, second for two semesters, third for one semester), and busi-

ness and commerce (firSt for four semesters, third for two semesters).

4
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-Institutio0 Dtffdrences

The nusbers-15f transfers, grade point averages, final acadeMic status

and retention~ ratios foreach of the Illinois community and juniOr colleg
A 1r;

4 '
which sentifive cif more transfer students to the University of Illinois at

Urbana-Champaign for the. 1973 fall'semester, are prelented in Table 5.

.
.

The number of students who initially entered for the 1973,fall lemester / ;

. 1--

apd the group's mean pre-transfer
.

G.P.A. (based on all, courses attempted At

all previous institutions),'are presented in Columns i'and 3 respectively.
.

r Column ,if shows the mean firs/ semester Univertity of Illinois grade point
,

average. ColuMn's 5 through fiCshow the number o f students who re- enrol led and

the 'G.P.A. they achieved over the next-five semesters. Comparison of the first

and second term G:V.A,,by institution.shows that 21 of the 39 college sub-
/ --,k.

groups achieved a mean second t rm G.P.A. higher than their first.teN G.P.A.,

25 of the instItutional.sub-gro ps' achieved a higher third term average than

the second, and 26 a higherJourth term average than third. Five of the 39

institutional Sub groups with studnts enrolled in the fifth'semester achieved
.

a higher fifth term G.P.A. than fourth while 11 of the 35 institutional sub-
.

.'groups with students enrolled in the sixth semester achieved a higher sixth

term G.P.A. than fifth.

Comparison of pre-transfer and sixth semestermean Q.P.A.'s shows that

. 9 of 35 colleg sub-groups with students enrolled in the sixth semester achieved
--,

a sixth semester mean G.P.A. higher than their mean pre-transfer G.P.-A. (for

the original entering groups): The remaining 26 college sub-groups 'did hot

recover to the level of their meap pre-transfer .P.A. of.the 1973 fall trans-

')

/

fers from that college (see also Appendixes A-F ,

iw
It is clear from these data that_a considerable marijkie still exists. in

the achievement after transfer among groups from. differsOt community colleges.
.

This is true despite the recovery trend in G.P.A. in the second, third, and
1'

fourth semesters followed by a drop in the fifth with little change in the
. .

sixth semester. )There is no evidence presented' in this study which explains

the source tlf observed institutional' differences or differences which may exist
X

33.
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TABLE 5
i t

.

i
. . .

p Surma-y of COmmun1t,,Co-llege- Transfer Student Progress by Institution of Last Attendance
I,

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

( -"
Fall, (973 Grdup ,

. .
1

1 I 4
No

4

Fall Pre- Peen
'1

1973 Trans- It Nurbe- Re-en.-.011ed and GPA 11cademic Status after Sixth Semester2 i

College Trans- fer. Sem 2nd Sem ,3rd Sem Tth Sem 5th Se--1. 6th Sera- , Grad C*;_ ear Pro' Dropped i/Di Clear
r

Pro Retention

'Code des ' GPA, GPA 40 ;,PA No' 'GPA Ns, GPA NO. GPA 40. GA4$..No % No. % No. % No. t No. % No. % No. %..

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5)..11,8:' '(7.1 ,(81 (92; 110, (11)(12; (13)(14)' (15)(16) (17)418) (19)(20) (21)(22) (23)(24) (25)(26) (27)(28i (28)

01 18 3.98 3.80 -15 3 75 12 '3 59 7 3.48 _ 6 3.62 7 3.61 5 28 4 22 0 0 I 6 0, 0 8 44 0 0 .50

02 30 4.21 5.58- 26 3.65 19 3.88 19 3.64 9 1.85 4 4.27 15 50 2 7 0 0 4 13 2 7 3 10 4 13 .57

03 25 '4.18 3.72 21 4.09 18 4 09 17 4.39 7 3.99 3 4:38 17 68 1 4 0 . 0 3 ?2 0 p 4 16 -0 0 .72

04 9 4.16 3.53 8 '34 66. 6 3.62 5 3 79 6 4.27 5 3.83 . 3 33, 3 22 0 1 11 0 0 2 33 0 0 .67

05 5 . 4.17 2.96 3 1409 4 3.31 3 3.56 3 3.42 3 3.97 0 0 3 60 0 #/el fl 20 0 =0 0 0 I 20 .60

06 17 4.12 3.01 II 3.65 10 1.72 10 3.46 5 J.93 5 3.08 8 53 I 4 0 0 3 18 2 6 2 12 1 6 . .53

107 14 4.03 3.61 11 3 84 10 -72 9 3.58 6 3.92 5 4.02 8. 57 2 14 0 0 0 0 0 9 2 14 2 14 ...71

08 24 4.14 1.84 23 3.74 21 3.83 19 3.92 7 4.07 3 3.97 18 75 2 8 0 0 2' 8 0 0 '1 4 1 4 .83

09 6_, 3.83 3.17 6 .- 3.08 5 3.41 4 .02 2 2.78 I 3.00 3 50 0, 0 0 0 1 17 0 0 I -,..17 1 17 .50

10 8 4.07 3.19 6 3 25 5 34.21 I 2.93 I 4.00 1 2.75 1 13 0 0 1 13 3 . 38 2 25 1 13 0 0 ,.25
4 .

II 5 4.35' 3.66 5 4.38 5 3 96 5 4.13 I 3.45 0 Q 4 80 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 '1 20 0 0, .80

12 8 3 3 Milipe 8 4.20 5 4.01 4 3 95 2 4.74 2 4.69 4, 50 0 0 0 0 0 I 13 3 38 0 0 . .50

13, 16 4.15 " 3.43 13 3.53 11 3 93 8 3.70 I 4.50 .9 56 0 0 0 0 0 D. 3 19 3 15 I 6 .56

9 0, 0 0 2 22 0 014 4,19' 3.67 . 9 3.56 8 3 89 7 4.00 3.95 2 3.75 7 78 0 0 0 0 0 .78

15 '34 4.03 , 3.68 32 3 76 28 3.83 25 3.87 1 3.44 , 4 4.00 22 65 1 3' 0 0 3 9 2' 6 k '" 12 2 '6 .68

14 113 4,11. 3 59 92 3 61 74 3 76 63 3.90 31 14669 26 3.53 57 50. 8 . 9 4 4 11 10 18 16 10 8 5 4 .61 *

17 5 3.89 2.62 4 3.31 3 3 75- 3 3 35 I 3:1114 1 3.75 3 60 0 0 0 0, 2 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 .60

18 33 3.68 3 58 30 3.62 25 4.68 20 3 56 17 3.66 12 3.48 20 61 4 12 I 3 I 3 2 6 3 9 2' 6 .76

19 39 3.90 3 52 35 3 66 29 3 91 25 3.92 14 3.60 9 3.62 23 59 3 8 A 0 2 5 3 8 7 18 1 3 .67

20 13 4.26 3 64 II 3.96 10 3 8C 10 4.05 6 4.10 4 4.37 8 62 2 15- O. 0 0 0 1 \ 8 f I5 0 0 .77

21 27 3.98 3.76 27 3.62 22 .4 06 22 4.D2 II 3.97 5 .4.24 16 59 2 11 0 0 2 7 0 0, 5 15 2 7 .62

22 11 3.95 3.53 11 3 864 10 4.15 7 4 00, I 4,47 0 0 9 82 06 0_ 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 9 I g .82

23 , 18 4.06 3,49 15 3.67 15 3.97 14 3 67 7 3.62, f 3.77 12 67 1 6 I 6 1 6 2 II I 6 0 0 .za

24 5 4.36 3.81 5 3.86 . 5 3.59 4 4.36 2 3.79 t 0 2 40 0 0 0 0 I 20 0 2 40 0 0
1

0 .43

25 10 4.41 3.67 9 3.62 7 4.13 7 4.10 4 4.32 2 4.90 7 70 0 0 0 0 1 10 4, 0 1 10 1 ,I0. .70

26 57 4.06 3 49 52 3.63 39 3.71, 32 3.98 20 3.75 12 3.79 31 56 3 4 0 0 7 12 4 7 7 12 5 9 .60

27 25 4.11 3 72 24 4.13 23 3.92 23 4.18 4 3.22 2 3.65 22 88000 014141, 4 0 0 .88

28 40 3,98i 3.58 37 3.69 34 3 84 30 3.97 14' 3.58 7. 3 69 26 65 1 3 1 3 4 10 3 8 4 10 1 3 .70

29 6 4.11 w 4.22 6 3.97 4 4:20 4 4.73 I 4.23 .0 0 4 '67 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 33 0 --\,0 .67

30 20 4.08 3.67 18 3.61 15 3 38 14 3.95 8 ,3.58 5 3.62 12 60 I 5, 0 0 '4' 20 2 10 I -5 0 - 0 .65

31 37 4.25 3.12 35 3 E3 31 4 16 28 4.16 10 4.2a 6 i3.69 26 70 2' 5 0 0 5 14 2 5 1 3 I 3° .76

32,. 13 3.89 3 14 10 3.71- 9 3 84t 9 3.53' 6 3.71 3 4,57 8 62 0 0 0 0 3 23 '.0 0 0 0 2. )5 .62

33 ' 6 A.15 2 85 3 3.94 3 3 75 3 3 92 2 4.19 I 4.00 3 50 '0 0 0 0 2 33 1 17 0 0 0 0 .50

34 ' 8 4.04 3.22 8 3.78 7 4.01 6 4.39 4 3.83 1 4.00 4 5o . 1 13 0 0 0 0 0 0. 3 38 o o .63

35 II 4.06 3.42 11 3 66 9 3 18 4 4,01 3 4.13 2 3.79 4 36 1 9 0 0 2 18 0 0 3 27 i 9 .45

36 13 4.09 3.41 ID 3 97 9 3.93 13 1.86 4 A3 2 3.56 9 69 1 8 0 0 1 8 I 8 1 8 0 0 .77

37 24 4.22 3.63 22 3.75 2.,P 3 54 1.9 400 10A- .74 if 3.58 15, 63 3 13 I 4. A 4 I 4 3 I3 0 0 79

38 34 4.11 3:70 33 4 02 25 3 91 29,-1.96 16 3.85 10 3.96 27 79 '2 6 0 0 0' 0 1 3 3 9 1 3' .85

39 21 4.02 3:59 19 3 14 17 3 58 .13 3 50 2 2%82 2 4.39 13 62 0 0 0 0 1 - 5' 3 14 3 14 1 5 .62

All JC &17 14.05 3 58 724 3,73 616 3 83 542 3 56 269 3 22 172 3.80 485 59 54 7 9 1 74 9 57 7 101 12 .37 =5 .67

All 4

,vear 1,136 3 99 3 96 356 4 00 854 4 03 745 4 12 353 4 01 253 4.05 698: ,62 78 7 6 I 5( 4. 80 7 185 16 38 3 .65

All Con.

Jr'. 3.542 '4.05 4 02 337; 4 13 220'4 17 2367 4.19 44 -1 3.87 201 3.89 2928 83 63 2 5 0 140 4 1.54 4 na na na na .85

:1

c 0
1

Community,.CtIleges with 5 or more transfers in the group,
2,
,rarcants ara,based on the 'number transfer students enrolled In the Fall. 1973 term (dblumn 2)
'Retention Ratio: The proport;on.o4 the total Fell, 079 group that has.b0en graduated or completed the sixth term on clear or probationary status.
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betwaen students who enter the various subject areas. However, revious studies

of fransfer,students from community colleges demonstrate. the variance-in the

academic abilities of the students transferring from individual junior colleges

r and this may account flor some of the differences. This study does not control

for those differenees nor present data which show that they.actual ly:-exist for

these groups.

The, retention rates for each of the community colleges with'fiveor more

transfers ire presented in column 29 of able 5. Nye of the 39 institutions

.show retention rates of .80 or abouve'after six semesters.' £ighteen colleges

_Jhave retention rates less than .66,-or two-thirds of their transfers retained'

or graduated. Seven colleges have retention rates of .50 or less,

Threg polleges seem to have a disporportionately hIgh percentage of stu-

dents dropped as shown in Column 22. Forty percent ofthe studepts from the

college FAled 17 were dropped;_38 percent from college JO were dropped; and 31v

percent from college.33 were dropped. FOur othercolleges (32, 30, 24, and. Q5)

274 20 pe rcent or more of their students dropped fOr academic reasons. -"Withdrawal

rates also demonstrate the same pattern. College 10 had a 25.Percent withdrawal

rat and college' 13 had a withdrawal rate of 19, percent. However, all of these

-.col es (exteint co eges 13, 30, and 32) have 8 or fewer tranSferi, and the.

high proportion , y becaused-by the small sub- sami1e size for those institutions.

' These data demonstrate that the academic achievement and retention rates

for Illinois community colleges,with five or more transfers are satisfacotry as

a group. Twenty-&ne of the 39' Illinois Institutions have retention rates

.66 or higher, and 16 Of the colleges have retention rates equal to or higher

than .691 found for all four-year college transfers. Two.of theicommuntty col-
.

teges have retention q,atios equal to or fiigher'than the .85 retention.rate for

native students.

Discussion and Interpretation

The findings of this study can be viewed in a positive or negative way,

depending upon the orientation of the reader. To"the commmnit),aollege reader,
, .

*..

36



.*

I

, 32

.)

the study demons trates thal two-thirds of the community college transfers are
- )

successful after, transfer as measured by graduation or continuation rates at

thi's university. The community college transfers achieve, on the average,

slightly less than the "B" level during their fourthisemesler and the lir level

during their fifth and sixth' semesters': The decrease in the fifth, semester

G.P:A: for the Community college gro4p shotuld be discounted somewhat since atl

three groups decrOsed with the native group losing the most ground., Several

hypotheses explaining this fall were presented earlier in the report. Since -

thesethese students, asa group, entered college with lower high school achievement

and lower scores on standardi4ed entrance examinations, community college pro-
,

ponents would view the results of this study as conclusive evidence of the suc-
r

cess of those institutions in preparjng baccalaureate oriented stucipts for

successful university performance.

The university or foor-year-college oriented reader who views t e univer-

sity's purpose to educate the best qualified youth 'for leadership r les in the

technical, and professional occupations may conclude from these data that pre-

Nzference should be given to transfer students from four-year colleges and univer-

sities over transfers from community colleges or that transfers from some in-
.

stltutions should receive preference over transfers from those institutions

with less than average success records. They could'point to the higher mean

G.P.A".'s and higher retention- ratios by four-year Colleges over community colleges

and some community colleges over others". However, 4nspec'tion of the individual

student data deMonstrates that the ''best qualified" (students who are successful

at the university come from both community colleges -'and four-year colleges.

Therefore, the basis.for selection should be the quakity of the indiv idual stu-

dent rather than,the institution or the type or level of institution previously

attended by the transfer student.

The researcher, a.commu;ity college proponent' fully institutionalized into

a major research-oriented land-grant university, evaluatesethese data both

positively and pegatively. Ideally, community.college transfers with equivalent

. /
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pre-transfer G.P.,A.'s would per'form after transfer at the same level as they

did at the commUnity or junior college. Hopefully, they would achieve at the

university and graduatein propbrtions equal to equivalent groups who attended
I 10,

other institutions. However, that was nob found to_be true,for th4S group of

community or four-year college transfers. We need to find out why it is not

'true and attempt to set up experimental program* to discover if it is possible

to achieve, the ideal and if not, why not. .
. .

_ .

Positively, community college transfers perforth very satisfactoriTy as.a
..

. - .

group when compared with beginning freshmen. Only 74 (9%).of the community

college transfers were dropped for academic reasons during the six semesters

covered by this Study and another 37 (5%) left while on probation., This means

that 'only about 14 percent of these junior college transfers left theuniversity
,

because of demonstrated academic difficulty. This is a good r cord for a group

of students which has 25 percent from the lower half of their high schl.gradua-
\

tion class, 44 percent from fhe upper quarter and 31 percent from the second
,. .. .

quarter.
13

These students achieved at About a "C+" 3.58) level immediately -

. after transfer and near'the "B" level (3.96), during the fourth semester after .

which they achieved the "B-" level (3.811) during the sixth semester. 'Despite
i

this drop in the last two semesters, this is an achievement_record which com-
.

munity.college transfers, their previous institutions, and the university can

point to with a sense of accomplishment.

Data presented in this study demonstrate that the university system,of

"universal access" to hiz her ed ation is proding opportunities for many

,persons to begi gl. their baccalaure te programs in 'open door" community and

junior colleges anftransfer to'the more selective universities and success-
.

fully perfOrm in competition with natives and transfe, froM Illinois and

non-Illinois publit and p4rivate colleges and universities.

13
Anderson and Riehl, Characteristics of Undergraduate Transfer Students,

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, 1973, University Office of
School and College Relations, Research Memorandum 74-7, April, 1974. -
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Summary of Findings

4 The data presented in ,this study support the folloiing Conclusions:
, .

k. ComTunity college transfers enter with pre-transfer grade point aver-

ages approximately equivalent to the tower div(sion university grade point

averages of,native juniors, while four year college transferiAll§pr with Slightly

lower': grade point averages than either of the two groups. * .

2. Community college transfers experience a first Semest4 drop of .5J

in G-.P.A,.. below their -e-tran&fer G.P.A., whereas ,four -year transfers and
.

natives experience a .13 and .03 drop belo4 their pre-transfer-G.P.A. However,
i

Otis loss in G.P.A. is greatly rcoveredy the end ofthe 1044 semester.
,

3. In the fifth semester aid three .groups' mean G.P.A.'s dropped. The

native group suffered the greatest drop (-.32), followed Ay thays\Community col-

lege group (-.19) and the four-Aar group (-,11). There v.it only mild change

for all three igroupsimean G.P.A.'s in the sixth semester.

4. Retention, of two-year and four-year college transfer groups is approxi-

mately equal for the-first semester at .92 and .93 respectively while .97 of ,

the native group were retained: ,

5. Community college transfers. experience more academic
ole

difficulty after

transfer Than four-year college transfers or natives as measured by drop rates

and the number of students who left on' probation. : '

6. The community college transferrgro0 performed at nearly the "By
. .

level during the fourth semester at 'the university which( is slightly less than

the pre-transfer G.P.A. for that group. During the fift andsixth semesters-

they performed at the "B-" level.

7. Native jUniors-haye higher retention rates than four-year College

transfers or community college transfers. Approximately 83 percebt of the'

natives, 71 percent of the' four-year college transfers, and 66 percent of the'

junior College trapsfershad graduated, or continued on clear or probation ai

the end of four semesters. It is important to note that these retention'ratios

were almost 10 percent less than the retention ratios for the fall, 1972 groups,.-

Between the fourth and sixth semester, changes in the retention ratios were

quite small. Py the sixth semester approximately 85 percent of the natives,

r. 10,

31



,

4

1r

69.1)ercent ofIthe four-year college transfers, and 67 percent of the community

college transf4rs had graduated or were continuing on clear otAprobatiOnary t
,

status.

8. Native juniors also save higher graduation rates than our -year col-

lege transfers:or community collegeransfers. Approximately 73 percent of the

natives, 37 percent,of the community collegetransfers, and 41 percent of the

four-year transfers had graduated by the end of the fourth Semester. By the

end of the,s,ixth semester 83 percent of the natives,,61 percent of the four-year

transfers, and 59 petcent of the community college transfers had graduated.

The change in the graduation ratio between the fourth and sixth semesters

were small for the natives (+.10)4 but were mole sOnificantl:for the four-yea r

transfers ( +.20), and the community college -group (+.22).'

35-

9. Community college transfers have higher academic probation and drop 44

rates than four-year college transfers and four-year college transfers have

higher probation rates than natives. . 0. .,-'

10. Community college transferA consistently achieved lower G.P.A.'s than,'
.,. . 1,

. .

four-year college transfers and natives in the12 subject areas studied through-
.

/

out the first four semesters. in the first four semesters theittatives performed

the best in almost all subject areas. In th$f 'fifth and sixth semesters the
,

four-year transfers performed better as a whole thantHe natives, although they

ranked first in slightly more than 50 percent Of the subject areas! Tfit com-

munity college group again r &wracked lest,
., igi 40

)

Fur.ther'Interpretation

The findings and conclus ons presented in this study need,to be interpreted

in.the context of the environme"nt_in which the research was'eOnducted and evaluated

and in relation the cfferentiStpraposils of the types of institutions repre-

sented by students in the study. One purpose of community collgeq, is to prepare

bacc'alaureate-oriented students for succlfsful transfer to four-year colleges

and universixies,Ligr completion of bachelor's degrees, Community colleges are .

."open door" institutions obligated to admit all students who are minimally

f
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qualifiedto complete one of their, programs. This means that -tommunity colleges,
a

:.'ilaielstudents enrolled in baccalaureate-oriented courses and programs who are

jlighacademic achievers with* high probability for succ15ein a bachelor's

degree program as well as students with average and belbul average academi

achieAement with lower probability Of achieving "success in a trans ?er program

/
,

5 .s from this population of community colleg stadents.that the transfers to
4

t University of'lllim6v at Urban-Champaigeselect themselves to apply for,

transfer and then are selected. for admission in competition with transfers from

four-year "lieges and universities.
.'

4-- . . .

*-4

a ,The tor prupose of the undergraduate colleges the University of Illinois:

isto prov"ide the general educations technical and professional knowledge, and

p ,

'skills needed to fill leadership-roles in society the bachelor1s degree
.

.

level and to prepare students for'successful completion'of graduate programs.

Y he University of IltinoiS at Urbana-Champaign admits the best vlified"
t 1014

,,beginmingfreSiimeh and transfers in each of its colleges and"curricula,6or, ( ,

.'
C.

40each admissiodperied: Crata4or the present and recent beg inning freshman
..

classes show th f the average beguintng frest hman,student graduated,at about
. *

..,

. the 85th, perc ntile of his or her high-school graduating class and had an ACT
14

, .. .

composite score' of about 26, which makes fhenati've student population a very
. 1.

._

highliqUalified group when oomparailith the PopulatiOn of community and junior .

allottege student7'enrolled in baccalaureate- oriented prograMs.

The four -yea{ colleges and dniversillges from which the Univerity,re.ceives
/ ' -

.
_.trat5sTe'r'students,have divervnt pprpows,' but it is known' -that the tpansers

..fOom those insiitutions.:to the Unrfersil.ofcrllinois have high'school- Tanks
....

.... . . . 5A .

/
.

and tollegt entrance scores very, similar CO Aosekof native students.
1

.

4 This knowledge about the purpose; of the institutions and acadeoic,char-
* . ,

acteristics of the three groups'of Students included in this'study provides .,

basis for the f011owing incerpretatiOns.of-the findings.
,

S *6
411

,,

14
t

'''.
.)The Ur.bana-9000tign Campus' Freshman Glass Profile, University Office

of Scholipl apd College Relations, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign,

Research Memorandum 74-.14, November, 1974.
.

'

: 5WerM;rs., oa.cit.,1 March, 1974.
, .

. .

I, .

.

:
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The community and junior 'colteges rovide an opportunity for Many:students

to enter. the University's undergraduate programs as transfer studemts.who Auld
. .

not have beenadmitted under the more coAktitive begi nhing freshmen require=

.ment07 The coMMunity colleges Provide access or opportunity #or,mahy students

to obtain admission a nd complete bachelor's degree programs which wouldhot

have beert open/to"themfollowing graduation from high school. Two-thirds of

'these students are successful at the'university as measured by retention'for

41x, semesters after transfer: The "success rate" is about tWo percent lesS than

for tlinSferSfrom foux-year colleges and, approximately 18 percent less thn for
. .

native juniors who have already successfully. completed two years at the Univer-
4

. ,. -,
. ,,.. .

: The finding that natiye fouirlear.college transfertudents acpieve.

higher L.P.A.-Is than community ollisg7 transfers may.be.intrplreted by some

, t to mean that.those two.grdtps are more qualified at graduation. The writer
.

knows of no,RyidenCe which supports that-concrvion when evaluated in relati6n
40- . *

3

to the purposes *the institution? UniT.---sities do not normally evaluate

thglir graduates with 4.12.grade Mint averages as superior tedraduates with
.

... .. . .

aspsuperior
., 1 . . .4

3.96 G.P.A.'s. frherefore-the wri,ter finds no evidence that 6.1e difference in
p .

-

community cOtlegeand four-year iplIegeldidnative G,ADIA..'s jOitifies a con-
,

,v, .
mk; f

elusion that native and.four-yeaf c011fe etranifers are' superior:lo coMmunity,
t i

'col)ege transfers. These ata demonstra e that the' higher-edliCatiorr syseem
or ..

r- ., , , :
. ;

in Illinois.is sufficiently open to permit- students who enter
. .

various tyPes of colleges and perforh tucceSsfully.tb'earn a bacheldr.'sdeasA

at the major research oriehted,unNersky,in Illinois.
-

UNIVERSITY OF AL If.

LOS A N E L S ,.

-a , . ,
, MAR 1 7.19 8 -,

CLEARINGHOUSE FOR .

JUNIOR COLLE.GES
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APPENDIX A
Number,' Grade Point Average, and Academic Status of Fall, 1973 Junior College Transfer Students

a
».

Number
Fair 1973' Mean Pr-

Col lege Transfer Transfer

/Code Students GPA

(1) (2) - (3)

01 18 3.98f
.02 30 '4.21

'03 4.18
-1461

04 9 4.16

05 5 4.17

-06 17 4.12
,

07 14 4.03

08 24 4.14

(9
6

10 8 4.07
3.83

\ 11- 5 4:35 .

12' "8 let 90 '

13- . lb' 4.15

'14
. 9

4.19 :-.''ll'

15 34 1+.03 )

113' 4.11. ,16

.17 5 3.39

18 393 3.88

4419 '39 3.90' 6

20 13.-~ 4.A;

21 274, 3.-98:

22 11 3.9
23 18-' 4. 6N"

24 ,5 .4. 6
25 10 : 4. 1

44

. by Institution of Lastjttendance
Fall Semester 1973

Mean Drop in
First Term Mean Grad
(1973) GPA' GPA No. %

(4)

3.80
3.58

3.72

3.53
2.96

3.01

3.61
3.840

'3.17

3.19

3.66

3.76
7? 3:43

'3;67

1 3,68

3.59

2' 62

, 3.

''1.52

-7.64

,3.76 01
3.58

. 3.49

.
3.81

4

3.67-''

() (6) (7)

..'

, .18 0 0

.63 0 0

.46 0 0

.63 0 0

1.21 . 0 0

1.11, 0 0

0 0.42.

.30 ' 0', 0

.66

.88

0..,6 0

0 r 0% 4

.69 . 0 0

/ -.14 0 0

.72 0 0

.52 0 0-

.35 0 0

° .52 0 0 12

1.27 0 0

.30 0 0

.38 0 0

.67 0 0

.22 . 0 0

'.37 t 0 0

' -.57 . 0 0

'',-' 55 0- 0 4

.74 0 0

, Air

Academic Status4

Clear Pro Drop Gilth

No. %

/ (8) (9)

No. %.

(10)(111

No. _No. %,\

(12)(13) (14) (15)

17 94 0 0 0 0 1 &

to 66 - 6 20 2 7 2 7 .

20 80 3 12 ' 2 8 t 0 0

7 78 2 22 0 0 0 0

, '2 40 , 3 '60 , 0 -0 0 0

5 29 8 47 2 12 2 12

8. 57 5 36 0 0 1 7

19 79 - 5 21 Q 0 0 0

5 83

50

1

2

#1

25

7' . ,0 0

2 25

.0

0

410 ,

- 0,

5 1110 0 0 0, 0 0 0,

7 88 1 12 ,0 0 .0 0

13 81 i 6 .- 0 g 2 f 3

_7 78 . 2 22 0 0 0 0

27, 79 . 5 15 0 0 :2 6

69

.1

61

2'0

27

3

24

60

5 4

d 20 0
11

0

27 82 ' 6 18 0 0 0 0.

31 79 , 6 15. 0 0 . 2 6

11 84 L 8, 0 0 1 8

24 89 3 11, d 0

.

0 0 .

7 64 4 36 0 0 0 0

13 72 3 17 1 6 1 .5

,80 1 20 0 0 0 0'
8 80 2 20 0 0 0 , 0

2Re ten

tion

RatFo3 .

-(16)1

.94

.87

'' .92

.0"0

1.00

.76

.93 .

1.00

.00

.75

1ro.00

x...00

.88 .

1 .004

1, .94 .1

'.85

.80

1.00

.92

1.00

1.00

'.89

1.00

1.00

1, : #

'Community colleges witP fiv4064more transfers in thq grobp.
4 r

2Percents are Lased On the nu4er of transfer students enrolled 'in the 1973 fall term (Col. 2)
has been graduated occorleted the fourth term on t').,

-3RetentionRatip-: -'The proportiv of total fall 1973 group which 5
clear oriiro6ationary status.



APPENDIX A' (Ct;rit.)

tiumber1 Grade Poigit Average and Academic Sfatus o9 Fall 1973 Junioc CO1 lege Transfer Students

by Institution of Last Attendance
Fall Semester 1973

AL.

Number
Fall f973 Mean P PC - Mean . Drop in

Col lege Transfer Transfer First Term Mean

Code Students GPA (1973). GPA' GPA

(1)' . (2) .- (3) (0 . (5) .

Academic Status2 Retery-

tion

Ra t i 03

(16)

Grad . Clear Pro Dropped With
No. %

(6) (

No. %

(8) (9)

No.

(10)
% Ko .

(1 i) (12) (13)

.

No. %

'WO (1.5)

26 57 4.06 3.49 .57

27 , 25 4,11 3.72 .39

28 40 t 3.98 3.58 .40

29. 6. 4.11 4.22 +.11

30 20 4:08 3.67 . .41

lik
31 3'7 4.25 3.72 .53

32 13 3.89 3.14 .75

33 . 6 i 4.15 *. 2.85 1.30

'34 8 . 4.04 3.77 .27.

35 11 4:106 3.42 .64

36 - 03 4.09 3.41 .68

37 24 4.22 ' 3.63 ...... '.59

38 34 4..11 3.70 .41

39 21 4.02 3.59 .43

All

Jr. Cot. 81 7 4.09 . 3.58 .51

Alf 4..'.

Yr. Tr. 1136 .3.99 3.86 .13

All

Cont:

Jrs. 3542 0 4.02 .03

!Community col legeswith five or more transfers in the

2Percents are based on the number of transfer students

0 0

0. 0

0 0

0 0
0 0

.

0" p

0 -0

0 0

0. '0

0 O,

0 0

0 0

00

0

0 0

3

0 0

group.

enrolled

41 72

20 .80

' 35 87

6 100
16 8o

. 29 78

' 8 62

fr 3 50

6 75
7 4

10.. 77

20 84

106

6Q8 74

949 85

3257 92

in the 1973

14

'4

3

0

3

6
3
CI,

1

3.

1

2

4

3

147
f

107

165

fall

24 1 2

16j 0 0

--T 1 3

0 0. 0
15 1 5

16 '. 1 3

23 2.,1.5

0 2 33

1 lic 1 12

2 1 9

8 1 8

8 1 4

12 N 0 0

14 0 0

.

19 27. 3

9 27 .2

5 61 2

term-(Col. 2).

1 2

1 4

1 .3
0 0

0' °O

1 3

0 0

1 17

0 0'

0, 0

'1 '7

1 4

0 0

2 10

35 4

50 4

*

59 r

.96 .

.96

-.95

1.00

.95

.95

.85

.50

.88

.91

''.'85

.92

1:00

0

,92

1

.93

.97

3ReteAtion Ratio: The proportion of total fall 1973 group which has been graduated or completed the fourth ter; on

clear or probationary status.

*Les4 than '1 percent.
.
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APPENDIX 13

Nuottw, I Grade Point Average, and Academics Status of.Fal It 1973 Junior College Transfer Students .

4 University of 111 inoi s, at Urbana Champaign

Spring Semester 1974
* /lb ,

. .i

Number Number Re- Mean Increase
.

Enrol-led Pre- Second Drop in Mean Academic Status2 Recen-
'fog Spring Transfer Term In Mean GPA Over Grad Clear Pro Dropped With t ion

1974 --- GPA CPA 'GPA .First Term No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % Rat io3

(3)

01 ,

,

118

02 30.,

03 25

04. 9*

05 .5

Fail 1973t
College Transfer
Code Students

(1) (2)-

106 17

07 14

08 .24

09 6

10 8

11 5

12 8

13 . 16

1 4 .9

15 34N

16 113

17 5

18 33 . ,

19 1 39

20 1 13

21 . 27

22 11

23 18

24 5

25 10

15 '

26

21

a .

3

1 t -'

11

23

6

6

5

'. 8

1311

9 .

32

- ..,

92,

, 4

30

-35
611

/7 1

11

15'

5

9

3.96 3.75 .21

3.98 3.65 .33

4.25 4.09 .16
4.12 13.66 .46

4.53 3.49 1.04

(4) (5) (6) (7). (8)c9)_ (10)(11) (><2)(13) (14) (15), (t6)(17) (18)

-.05 0 0 12 80 3 20 0 0 0 0 .83

.17 0 0 20 7& 3 12 3 12 0 0 .77

.37 0 0 17, 81 1 5 2 9 1 5 .72

.13 0 0 .6 75 1 13 1 12 0 0 .78

.53 0 0 1 4 33 2- 6 7 .0 0 0 0 .60

4N17 3.69 .4 .68 0 0 8 73 1 9 2 18 0 0 .53
4.00 384 .16 .23 0 0 8 73 3 27 0 0 0 0 .79

4.14 3.74 .40 -.10 0 0 20 87 2 9 1 4 0 0 .92

3.80 3.08 .72 . .-. 09 0 0 4 67" 2 33 0 0, C 0 '...1.00

4.05 3.25 .80 .06 # 0 0 3 50 1 17 '1 17 1 - 16 .50

4.38 4.38 .00 .72 0 0 5 100 0 0 0 0' 0 0 1.00
. -

.3.91 4.20' +.29 .44 0 0 7.87 0 0 0 0 1 13 .88

4.30 3.53 .77 .10 .. 0 0 10 77 3 23 0 0 0 0 ,81

4.19' 3.56 .63 . 1 1 0 0 8 89 1 1 1 0 , 0 0 0 J . 00

4.03 3.76 27 .12 0 0 27 84 3 9 1 3 1 4 .88

4.15, c 3.61 , :54 .02 1 1 66 72 11 12 8 9 6 7, .69

4.00 . '. 3.31 '.69 .69, 0 0 2 50 1 254 1 25 0 - 60

.30' 3.62 .68 .04 1 3 20 67 5 17 1 3 3 10 . 9

4.04" 3.66 .38 .14 0 0 27 77 4 11, 3 9 1 3 '.79

4.32 3.96 36 .32 0 0 11 100 0 0 0 0 , 0 0 .85
-.3.98- 3.62 .36 1 14 0 0 20 74 5 19 2 .7 0 0 .93

3.95
0 .83

3.86 .09, .28 0 0 10 91 1 9 0" 0 .0' 0 1.00

3.61 .414.08 .18 0 0 14, 93 1, 7 0 0 D-1

3.86 . .49 :05 0 0 '..i 3 60 2 40- . 0 0 0 0 1.004.35

4.42 3.62 .80 .05 0 0 8 89 0 0- 1 11 0 0 -.80

1Communi ty col leges with five ,or more transfers in the group.

-'2Academ iciStatus: The percentages are based on the umber of students enrolled in spring, 1974 term {Col. 3).

3Petention: Ratio: The proportion of total fall 1973vgifup_which has, been graduated or completed tile term on

Clear or po-obationary status.

i
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B (Cont.).1 APPENDIX
Numbe,r,I Grade Point,Average, and Academic' Status of Fall, 173 Junior College Transfer Students.

University ofAllirlois at Urbana-Champaign
' Spring Semester 1974

- Nuiiier

Fall 1973

Number Re-
Enrolled

Mean

Pre- Second Drop

increase*

in Kean

College Transfer- for Spring Transfer Term it-1Mean _GPA Over Grad

Code Students 1974 GPA GPA GPA First Term No. %

(1) '(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (a)(9)

26 57 52 4.07 3.63 .44 .14 _1 2

27 25 24 4.37 4.13 .24 .41 . 0 0

28 40- 37 3.98 .3.69 .29 .11 0 0

29 6 6 4.11

3.6971

-.25 0 0

30 20 18 4.07 3 :1414:46 -.06 .o 0

31 37 35 4.28 3.83 .45 .11 0 0

32 13 10 4.11 3.71 .40 .57 0 0

33 6 3 4.34 3.94 -.40 1.09 0 0

34' 8 8 4.04 3.78 .26 .01 0 0

35
_

11 11 4.06 3.66 .40 .24 1 9

36 ' 13 . 10 4.07 3.97 .10 .56 o. 0

37 24 22

4.1;
3.75- P.50 .12 0 0

38 34 33 4.02 .13 .32 0 0

- 39 21 . 19 - 4.02' 3.41 .61 -.18 0 0

All Jr. - . 1

Col. -817 724 .4.14 3.73 .41 5 4 "

All 4-
.

,..1

Yr; Co1.1136 996 4.01
.

4.00 .01 .14 41 4

All Coo.

Jrs. 3542 3374 4.08 4.13 +..05 .11 233 7

?Academic Status2 Reten-
t- Clearl. Pro Dropped With tion

No. % No. % No. % No. % Ratio3

'(1o) (11) (12) (13)

33 63 9 17

21 88 2- 8

3o 81 .. 5 14

6 100_ 0 0

10 . 56 4 22

28 80 2 6

8 8o 1 10

3 100 0 0

7 88 0 0

5 46 4 36

10 100 0 0

,19 86 '2. 9
28 85 4 '--r2

12. 63 6 32

' 557 -77 ,V 13

844 35 61 6

2928 87 127 4

(10'(15) (16) (17) (181.

5 10 4 8 ;-7431*

I ,

2

4 0

5 0

0

0

.92'

.88

0

2

0 0,

11 2

0

11..

1.00

.70

.

5 14 0 0 .81

1 lo 0 0 .69

0 0 0 0 -. .5o

1 12 0 0 .88

1

0

9 0

'0 0

0

0 °

.91

.77
i S 0 0 .88

0,

0

0 1

0 1

3

5

.94

.86

46,

29

7 22

3 21

3

2

.80

.84'

40 1 -1-16 1 .93

1 Community colleges with five or more transfers in the'group. .

. .
.

2Academic Status: The percentages are based on the number of students enrolled in spring, 1974 term (Col. 3).

, 3Retent ion Ratio: The proportion of n1 fall 1973 group which has been!traduated or completed the ter0 on

clear or probationary status.'

*Less than 1 percent.
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, , APPENDIX C .. . -

--.
Number,' Grade Point Average, and Academic Svtus of Fall, 1973 Junior College Transfer Students

by Inst i tut llitm of Last Attendance

UFliversity of 111-inois at Urbana .Champaign

Fall Seres tar'. 1 974

g0flege
Code

Number
Fall 1973
Transfer
Students

Number Re-
enrol led

for Fall

1974 :

Mean,
Pre-

-Transfer

GPA

Mean
Third
Term
GPA

Drop
in

Mean

GPA

Increase
in Mean
VA Over

Second Term

(1) (2) (3) (4). (5) . (6)' (7)

01 18 , 12 3.99 3.59 .Ao -.16

02 30 19 3.98 3,88 !lo .23

'03 ,29 ,18 4.22 4.09 .13 00

04
9

6 4.18 3.62 .56 -.08

05 . 5 b . 4 4.33 3.31 J.02 -.18

06 17 10 4.24 3.72 .48 .03

07 14

s'24'

10 4.35 3.77 .58- -.07

08 21 4.22 3.83 .39 09
09 6 -5 3.86 3.41 .45 .33

10 8 7-
,-.

. 5 4.09 -3.21 .88 -.04

11 - 5 5 4.38 3.96 .421 -.42

,12 8 5 3.78 4.01 +.23 -.19,

-(13 16 SI 1 4.26 3.90 36 .37

1°4 9 8 4..11 3.89 .22

15 34 28 4.04 3.83 .21

16 113 74 4.17 3.76 .41 .15

"17- 5 '3 ,.. 4.11 3.75 .36 .44

18 33r , 25 4:23 3.68 :55 .06

19 39 .. 294 ,4.09 3.81 .28 315 /
-20 13 10 4.32 3.8,0 .52 -.16 .

Academic Status2 Reten-

Grad- Clear Pro Dropped With t ion

No. ? No. No. No. No. Ratio3

(8)(9) (I 0)(11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (1 7) (1$)

0 0 11 92 0 0 1 8 0 0 .61

.0 0 14 74 5 26 0 0 0 0 -.63

0 0 17 94 1 '6 0 0 0 0 '.72

0 0 6 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 .67

0 0 3 '75 0 a- 1 25 0 0 .60

0 0 .8 80 1 i0 14 10 0 .53

0 0 9 90 1 10 0 0 0 0 .71

o

0 0 39560
0

1

0

20

1.

1

5

20

0

0

0
0

.83

.67

0 0 1 20 1 ze 1 20 2 40 .25

0 0 5 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.00
0 0 5 1,00 0 9 0 0 0 0 .63

1 9 8 73 1 9 _0 ,0 1 9 .63

0 0

3

7:88
24. 86

.1

3.

12

11 d
0

0

0

0

0

0

-0
,0

.89,

.8

.2 '3 54 73 10 13 3 4 5, .4.7 --59

0 0 1 33 "2 67 0 0 ,0 -0' .60

2 '8 21 84 2 8 0 0 0 0 .79

0 0 27 93 2. 7 0' 0 0 0 .74

0 0 '9 90 1 1,0 0 0 0 '0 .77

'These data only show junior colleges with five or more transfer students 'in the gi-oup.' ..,-

2Academic stat6s: -The percentages are based on number-of)students enrolled .in `fal-1,., 19 74 term (Col,-3).

'3Retention ratio: Th'e proportion of total fall 1973 group whir') has been graduated or completed the term on clear'

or probationary status. I
.

. 4
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_,..
. Numberpio Grade .Point, Average, and. Academic Sta

...

by-Institution

C `(Con't )

s of Fall,,, 1973 Junior TransferStudents

f Last Attendance )

UniVrs.i try df CI linois at Urbana- Champaign

Fa.41 Semester 19-74

Nuniber Number Re-
.' fa11J9735 en-.I led

for FallCollege Transfer
4-

, Code Students

(1.) *\ (".2) (3)

.

2.4' . 27 22 1.99 4.06 +.07

22 ' ..4) 10 3.89 4.15 +.26

23- .18 '.15 4.09 3.97 .12i

.iti, 2.!t 4 5. fp ,5 4.36 3.59 .77

25; 10 7 4..54 14.13 `.41
,

46 ,

e

7 4.11 3.71./ .4o

2giii _25 *3 4.41 3.911, .49

IS '40. 34 /3.99 3.84 .15

29 . '6 . 4 y.95 4.iik +.25

....-30, 20, 15; 4.1'0 3.
2.22

3i 37 4.16 .1-5

32 13 1.88 '.2o

33 - 6. 3.75' .58

14 8 4..01 .15

'. -:-.35 . ils 348 '1.84

.
Means Mean

Pre-
Transf r Term

1974 GPA _CPA

(4)

0rop ---- tsrIcr-e_ase ' _.
.

in ,` in Me a* ,, i
Mean .:GPA Over Grad Clear Pro Dropped With

GPA Second Term No. .% No. % No. % No. '% No. .%

(6)
4.

(7) ,(8)(9) (10)(11) (12)(13) (14)(15) (16)(17)

Ac'ademic Status

36 - I3
37 /4

.438* '34,

'39 21

All %.

.6)1 817

All 4-
.str.:C01.1136

All.

3542 -2920

e-- -

9

3

.7

9*

9

20

. .

616

854

Sle., 4.31

4.08.

4.33

4.16
4.4)2

14.12

14.24

4.11,

*4.0i

3.98

Y:94

3:91

3.58-

1/4
.30

.20

. 44

. 2,9.

. 30

-.27

.51

. 08

. 15

.23

.27

,33
.17

-.19
.23

-.48

4

0 0 20 90 4 5 ,1 .5 0 o

2.20 7 7o 1 10 , 0" 0 -

0 0 ,13 87 1' 7 0 0, 1

0 0 3 6o 0 0 2 46 0

0 0 7 100 0 0 0 # o o
.

1 2 32.. 82 3 8 3 8 0

0 0 20 87 2 9 .1 Et 14 0

1 3, 28-

.

82 -3 9 .1 3, 1

o 0 4 100 0 0 0 0 0

0 07 12 0 2 13'- 1 .7 o

1 3

0 0

0 0 7

0 0 86

o 0 7 78

0 0 9,100
0 -0 17 85

0- 0 '28 97

o 0 114,

4.16 3%83 .33 11

4405 4.03. .02

4.11 4.17

TheSe data only show junior colleges with five

.2Academic status: The percentages are .baed -On

3Retent 'oil Ratio: The propor t ien- Of total fall ,1973 group which has been graduated40,Completed the term onoleOr

oY probationary status.

A54

or more .transfer students in the group. ,

number of s'tudertt's ehrolled i n fat 1, 12874 term (fol.- 3).

, r

:03

-.07.

o

0

0

Reten-

tion'

Ratio3'
(18) .s

. 78

. 6o

.7o

.65

.88
.8a
:67,

. 7o

o 0 1' 3 1 3 .78

o o o 0 0. o .69

1 33 0 0 0 0 .5o

14 o 0, o ..88

.0 0 2 22 0 .73

0 0 0 0 0 0 . 69 '

2 10 0 -0 1 5 .79

. o o o 1 3" .82

2 12 6 0 0 .76

2 519 4/4 22 4 -13

5.0 6.. 725* 8
1154

36.6' 1°2/2418 83

6 10 1 ;1.15 2 .77 .

93 .
19 24 1 .11008.8

' . .
*

5



APPENDIX D
Number,1 Grade Point Average, and Academic Status of Fall, 1973 Junior Colleg6 Transfers

by Institution of Last Attendance
a Universitj, of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

spring temest0- 1975
/Air

Number
Fa,11 1973

Nun:ber Re-

roflqd

Mean Mean Drop Increase
Pre- Fourth in in Mean Academic Status 2 Relen-

College Transfer for 'ri'ng Transfer Term Mean GPA Over 'Grad Clear Pro Dropped With t ion

Code StUdents 197 GPA GPit GPA Third Term No. % No. % % No. % C40. % Rat'ro

Cl)° , (2) . (3r (4) (51, (6) (7) 0)(9). (10) (11) .V2)(13) (14)(15)_ (16)ii7)
. (18)

01 18 7 3.95 3.48 .47 -.11 2 29 4 57 1 14 0 ,0 0 0 .39

02 3o 19 3.98 3.64 .34 --.24 10 53 9 47 0 0 0 0 0 0 .63

03 25 17 4.24 4.39 +.15 .30 10 59 41 0 0 0 0 0 0 .68

04 9 5 .4.32 3.79 .53 .17 0 5 100 0 0 o 0 0 56

05 . 5 3 -4.51 3.56 .95 .15 0 0 3 100 0 0 0 0 f0

- -06 . 17 10 25 3.464 .72 *-.26 5 50 4 40 1 10 0 0 0 0 .59

07 14 9 80" 3.98 .3n . .21 4 44 5 56 0 0 0 0 0 0 .64

08 As24 19 3 3.92. .31 .09 12 63 6 32 1 5 0 0 0 0 .79

09 '''' 6 4 ..'2 4.07 r+.15 .66 2 50 2 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 .67

10 '8
1 4.32 2.93 1.39 -.28v 0 0 1 100 0 0 0 0 0 ,0 .13

,

1,1 5 5 ' 4,38 4.1.1..3.-, .25 .17
,

3 60 2 40 0 0 0 ,0 0 0 1.00

12'

.."M3,
8
16. .

4

8

3.77 3.95 )4.18 -.06
4.13b 3.70 .42 -.20

2 50

6.75

2 50

I 13

0 0

1 12

0 0

.0 0,

0 0

0 0

.50.

.56

14 9 7 4.04 4.00 .04 .11 4 57 3 43 0 0 0 0 0 .78

15 . 34 25 4.09 3.87 .2? 15 60 9 36 1- 4 0 0 0 0 -.76

. 16 113 61 .4.18 3.90 .28 .14 36 57- 21 33 .4 6 0 0 2 4. .57

17 5 3 4:1-1 3.345 .76 -.40 2 67 0 0 1 33 0 0 6 0 6o
18 33 20 4.29. w 3.96 .33 .23 6 30 14 70 0 6 0 0 0 O. .70

04)
39
13

25

10 4

4.11 3,92 .19 .11

/44.!1, .05 .26 25

13 52
4 40

10 40

6 60

2 8

0 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

.64

.77

,21 27 \.,_ 22 3.88 4.07 +.11 _Al 11 5.0 9 40 1 5 1 5 0 0 .78

22 11 .7 3,79 - 4.00 +.21 A.15 . 6 116 1 14 o d 0 0 0 0 .82

23 * 18 '14 4.09 3.67 .42 -.30. 7 5o 7 50 0 o`- 0 0 r 0 0 : .78

24 * 5 , 4 4,52' 4.3 .1f ,77 2 50 1 25 1 25 0 0 0 0 .80

. 25 In
.

$ 4.54 4.10 .411100. -.03 , 3 43 4 57 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 '.70
vk

?These data only show junior colleges, with five or'more transfer students in the group.

.. 2Academio Status: The. percentages are based on the number of students enrolled In spring 1975 term jCol. 3).

56* -Aktentio n Ratio: The proportion of 'total fall 1973 group which has been graduated or completed the term on clear'
.

,

or probationary status.
si

1/41;

< 1 57

.
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APPENDIX D (Conn.)

Number,1 Grade Point nerage,Iand Academic Status of Fa -11; 1973 Junior College Transfers

by Institution Of Last Attendance

.University 'of I 1 ljno is at Urbana-Champaign

Spring Semester 1975

Number Number Re- , Mean Mean, Drop I nc rease '

Fall. 1973 enrol led .., Pre- Fourth ir?: to Mean .

Grad

Code Students 1975 GPA GPA. , GPA Third Term , No %

(1) (3) , (4) (5) 6) (7)k (8)(9)

Col lege Trapsfer for Spring Transfer Term tlean GPA Over

26 32 4.08 3.9'8 .10 .-27 .16 50

27 25 23 "4%38 4.18 .20 .26 19 82.

28 40 30' -3.96 3.97 +.01 13. 18 60

.29 6. 4 --. 3.9T 4.73' +.76 .53 3 75

30 20 114
'..

11.08 3.95 .07 * 7,410,

3 1 17 28 4.36 '4:16 .20 0 .1 8 64

32 13 9 4.08 3.-93 .15 ..0'5 4 45

33 6 ,3
4.33. 3.92 .41 ..17 1. 33

34 8 6 4.26 4.39 +13 -438 2.33

: 1.1 4 4.26 4.01 .25 .83 1 25

3.86
r

.21 ----. 12 6 60

4.00 .23 .06 9 48

3.96 .15 .05 15. 52

3..50 .5C -.08 11 85

36 13 10 4.07,

. 38 34 -- 29 4.11
19 4.23

37_ 24

+ ..39 24 13 4.00

All Jr, .

Col . 817 542 4.1,7 3.96 ..21 ° .13
. .

295 55

All 4- ,.

Yr.CQ1.1136 745 4.03 4.12' .-1- .09' .09 377%5l

'Al 1' Con.
,

Jrs. 3542 2367 4.13 14.1 +.0 ..,02 1992 84

)
Academic Status2 Reten-

Clear Pro Dropped With t ion

No. % No. ? No,. % No, % Rat io3

(10) (11) (121(13) (14) (15) 00(1 ) (18)

13 41 2 6 0 1 .58

2 9 2 9 0 0 t92

11 37

' 0 0

V 3 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0

1 25

.73

.50

,

6 43 1 7 0 0 '0 0 .70_

8 29

3 33

2 TY 0 0

2 22 0 0

0 0
0 ,0 ,

.78&.

. 69

2 67 0 0 0 0 0 0 :50

4ii 67 0 0 C 0 0 0 ..75

3 75 0 0 0 0 0 0 .31

2 20 , 1' 10 0 0 1 10 . 69

8: 42 1 5 , 1 5 0 C .75

/ 13 ,45 0 0 0 0 1 3 . gt

2 1,5 0 0 0 0 ,0. ,./.,0 .62.

213 39" 5*26 2 6 1 65i

346 47 16 2 3 41Ib -j '-'1
.6

.

346 15 19 3 -:-: 7

1These dat! only show junior col leges with five or more transfer students in the group.

2Academic-eStatus4 The percentages are based on th number of students enrol led in spring, 1975 term (Col. 3).

Retention Rat io: The proportion of total fall 19 3 group which has been graduated or completed the term on

clear or probationary status.

* *Less. than 1%.

58 59,
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Grade Pont A.erage and" Academic Status coc Junior Collecie Transfer StJdent:

oy Institution of Last Attendance
,niversiti of 11001s at Urbana-Cna paT

No.

Fall

4973
College Trans:

Code Students
(I) - -12)

R

13

(3)

ed Mean -'

Trails

SDA1

' 4,

'tan

ti.ri.

Ter-,

;PA

,51-1---

-3,62

.3 1.8:5

3 93

4 27

.3.42

2 93

3 92

4 07

2 78

"4 ::

3 45

74

62

95
3 44

3 63

3

360
3 63

4 1:

3 37
4 67

3 62

3 73
4 32

3
7J

2 it

3 58
..23

3 5&'

4 20

3 71

1, ' ;
3 63
,

i It',

3 /4

3 35

2 32

'3 77

4 01

3 87

e Drop
1-

mean

GP A

k6;

Increase
in '4ea,r1

.;PA :.,er

4tr Tcr-

(7)

,,cede,ic Status

;r a ,.:

No .

e .
....;;,

Clear Pro

f

,

No',

' 10 ) ' 1 1 ;
',,c) ,

' 1 2 ). 0 3 i

01 18

02 30

031 25
04 9
05 5

,06 17

07 14

08, 24

09 ), b.
10 8 '

11 5

12 8

, 13 16

14 9
15

34

16 113
17 5

3.3

19 33
20 13

21 27
22 4 11

23 18

5

'- 10

26 ' )7

27 25

28 43
:

6

30 20

31 37
32 13. '

33

86

35 II_

36 13

37 2.4

38 34

39 21 .

All Jr Co, 817 '

A11 4-.Yr. 1,13i

3,542

.

6

9

7

6

5

6

7

.2

2

2

11

31

1

17

14

6

TEL

.'2

L-,

23

I 4

1

e,

IC

6

2

3

4

,-,

I r,

2

269

353

441-

,-

A

3 57

4.26

4.09.
4 31

4 91

4'18

4 210
4 13

'3 85
4 32

4 56 .

3 86

3 33'

4 22

3 34-

4 19 '

3 61

379
3 84

4 17

3 59 '

3 'A
D,-..

4 33 .

4 08
4 56

3 58

3 2:

3 59

3 65

3 66

4 34te
3 9Y
4 14

4 L7-.
4 16

3 63
0.18
4,13/

3 45
4 01

3 98

3 83

35

41

13

.04

1 39

1.25

.29

06 .

1 11

, '32

i 1,

23

.3
27

40

50

IS

13-
,' 24

'31

38

1 79

46

,2:1

"24

23

4W 43
41

55

.11..

it

13

27

05

44

nl

2D

44

28 6
61

26

03

04

,

.14

.21

- 40
48-

-.14

53

06

....., la:

-i 29

'1 07

68

79

05

05

- 43

-.21

.38

' 33

.32

35

- 13

67

-.05

.- 57,

, 22

23

Jt-',

39
..

5.,

37

34

22

27

,,,

!2

4i

N'tii 26

11

65

19

II

-.32

.

.

.

1 17

5 56

5 ,711

1' 17

0 10

0. 3

1 7

5

I' 5;
1 100

1 :-.:

2 ;

I

1 33

0 36

25

'... -;

5 2::

5 36

2 .3:;

. L 36

'1 '1.1:31

i

2 100

2 , 5:

4 i:

2

4, 23
1 105

_3 -37

5 j3,

1 '
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APPENDIX F

Grade Point Average and Academic Status of-Junior College Transfer Students
oy Institution of Last Attendance

University of Illinois at Urbarla-Chapaigr

4

0

No. A

Fall , No Re- . Mean Drop. Increase r
1973 enrolled Mean 6th .1 in Mean 4,cademic Status

College Trans. Spring Trans Term ;"ean -GPA Over Grad. Clear Pro prop 4-3 Retentirr
Code Students 1976 SPA GPA GPA 4th T?rm No. No. / No. : No 7, Nc Ratio,

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) '6) (7) _ (3) '9; (ID) (11) (32) 13) (14) :15) 116) (17) h8)

01 13 7 4.06 3.68 18 .06 3 45 4 57, 0 0 511 0 0 0 '50

,02 30 4 -.- 4.46 4.27 19 42 25 .2 50 1 25 0 0 0 0 .57
03

.

25 3 4 b2- 4.38 .24 39 67 1 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 72
....

04 9 4.19 3 83 :36 -.44 40 3 60 0 3 0 0 D 0 67

05 5 , 3 4 53 3.97 56 , 55 0 0 3 1.00 0" 40 0 .0 0 0 .60

06 17 ' 5 4.13 3 1.A t.05 15 3 60 1 20 0 c 1 20 0 0 .53

07 14 .5 4.25 4.02 .23 .10 3, 60 2 40 D 0 0 '0 0 0 71

08 24 3 1.75 3.97 .22 -.10
I 33' 2 67 0 0 0 0 0 0 33

09 6' 1 4.32 3.00 1.32 22 1 IGO 0 0' 0 0 '0 0 -0 0 . 50

10 8 I 3 38 2 75 1 13. -1'25 0 0 0 0 1 100 AO 0 0 0 25
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. 7T
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12 4 13 3.79 34 A 9 75' 3 26- 0 '0 0 0 0 0 60

2 '*N-a.- 4,05- 3.65 ' /JO 43 1 50 0 3, 0 0 "!` '50 0 n 66
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